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with theirs; her sons will be found in the path of | Both p arties are in favor of bringing that — ct || as property, which belongs to the citizens of the 
duty and of honor, foremost, among those who | into Congress, of intervening by FR deral | levisla- |} United States. whenever it oes into the common 
have been driven into a fratricidal war, to draw | tion with this subject, which is so agitating and |} territory of the country. 
the sword in defense of all that is most valued || so inflammable; while the Democratic party comes | Mr. COX. One word in reply to the gentleman 
among freemen. up to both of ther m and says—* non-intervention || from Georeia. ’ 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Several gentlemen || —hands off on this wiht et.’? While the Ameri- | Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Lobject to one word 
around me appeal to me to yield the floor to each || can party on the one hand claims to bring this more. 
of them. I should like very much to oblige allof | thing nic ongress, and the Republican party on Mr. COX. Just a word? 
them; and I will, so faras I am concerned—if the | the other hand does the same thing, the Demo- Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Nota word. Iam 


House will consent—yicld for a few minutes to my | cratic party, as | understand the Cimeimnati plat- || an exceedingly amiable man; but I am afraid that 
friend from Missoun, [Mr. Axverson,] in order | form, denies any such right to have that matter || I shall get excited, if gentlemen trespass too far 


that he may introduce-a memorial; to my friend | agitated within the halls of Federal legislation. || upon my good nature. (Laughter.} 

from Indiana, who wishes tg correct an error in | There is, therefore, a common bond of unity be- | Mr. MORRIS then proceeded to address the 
the report of the procee ne and to my friend || tween the Opposition. House, and spoke for two hours and a half, with- 
from Georgia, (Mr. Hitt,} who wishes to make ||} Mr. SPINNER. Will the gentleman permit || out concluding his speech, which he withholda 


an explanation. Another Pad, member of |; me to ask him if he has read the President’s mes- 


until it shall be completed. [It will be published 
the House, with whom I have not the pleasure of | sage? 


in the See) 
Mr. HILL. With the consent ef the gentle 


a personal acquaintance, [Mr. Bristow ,} has also Mr. COX. I am now upon the floor by the 
appealed to me to allow him ten or twelve min- |} permissionof the gentleman from Georgia. } will |! man from Hlinois, who is ev idently much fatigued, 


utes to read some remarks which he has reduced |; give the gentleman an answer when [I have the || I will move that the House adjourn, Or, if any 


to writing, on the subject of the organization of |) opportunity. || gentleman here thinks there 1s anything to be 

the House. I yielded the floor this morning to Mr. HILL. I would inquire of the gentleman || gained by having a ballot, IT am willing that there 

the gentleman from Arkansas, to make an expla- || from Ohio whether, from his recollection of the || should be a ballot, and that we should then ad- 

nation. Ifthe House permit me, I will yield for |) elections in 1856, and the recent election in the || journ. 

these four a a and for no other. , State of New York, he thinks that there was an | Several Members. Let us have one vote. 
Mr. RUF I want it distine tly understood || identity of purpose exhibited between the Amer- Mr. HILL. Very well. 1 move, then, that 

that I obje setshyeen® I believe IT have a right to do || ican and Ri publi ‘an parties? || there be a call of the House. 


it under the rules—to the gentleman from Illinois Mr. COX. The sctlehede refers to the North Mr. DAVIDSON. Lam opposed ‘to any bal- 
yielding to anybody for any purpose. Iam op- |} Americans. He will find them almost as antago- || loting to-day. 

posed to any one member keeping the floor for || nistic to his position as he will find the Democrats Mr: CLARK, of Missouri. I object to the 
three or four days, or a week, and letting it out. || who differ with him They do not hold the same || gentleman from Illinois giving way, for any pur- 


It scems to me that enough of members to oceupy |} doctrines as the southern Op /positionists, as I un- || pose whatever, either for an adjournment or a 
the floor for two days have already applied tothe || derstand it. [f they do, why does not the gentle- || ballot, until he concludes. I shall object from 
gentleman from Hilinois for a chance to make ex- || man from Georgia vote fora North American for || this time forward. 

planations. Let the gentleman go on, and get || Speaker? || Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. If the gentleman 


through with his speech, and give other gentle- 


Mr. HILL. Ihave done so. I voted yester- || from Missouri labors under the impression that I 


men the opportunity tosay whatthey havetosay. || day for the gentleman from New York, [Mr. || am going to break down entirely, he is mistaken. 
Mr. HILL. I only want tw6 minutes || Briggs Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. If the gentleman 
Mr RUFFIN. I obje cted the other da ay, and Mr. COX. And when the gentleman found he says he is indisposed, I, of course, will not insist 
1 must object now. could not elect him, why did he not vote for an- || on his going on. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Missouri. I hope the || other? Why did he not vote for the gentleman | Mr. CLEMENS. The remarks of the gentle- 
gentleman will withdraw his objection. from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Morris ?] | man from Illinois are all written, as [ understand; 


Mr. RUFFIN. If the gendeman has a personal Mr. BRIGGS. Asthe only representative here of || and [ suppose he will thank me for moving that 
explanation to make, of course 1 have no objec- || the American party of the North, it devolves upon |! he have leave to publish the remainder. IT mean 
tion to that. | me to state, for the information of the gentleman, ||.no disparagement to the gentleman; but I pre 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Missouri. T have not; || what its principles are, withoat i inquiring infoany || sume it would really be a favor to him not to 
but I desire the op portyni ity of presenting to the || questions as to any difference of opinion ‘that may |) 2 quire him to read the remainder of his manu- 


House a memorial just handed to me by the mail || exist between me as the re presentative of the || script 

contractors of the Government. I hope the gen- || North nan rican party and my southern friends. | Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I will go on, unless 

tleman will permit me to have it read, and tomake || The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] will permit |, it be the wish of the House to adjourn, 

a few remarks in connection with it. || me to disabuse his mind upon one point. When | Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. ‘The gentleman 
Mr. RUFFIN. I cannot consent to that. | he was upon the floor, just now, he stated, if I |) from Hlinois is evidently indisposed, and Ff think 


Mr. MORRIS, of Dlinois. IT understand the | understood him correctly, that he could not vote |! the House will not require him te go on. I ask 
gentleman from North Carolina to object; and I || for what he termed a Know Nothing, beeause || him to give way in order that we may take a bal- 


therefore have to proceed with my remarks. an y were proscriptive of religious opinions. Now, || lot and then adjourn. 

Mr. HILL. Do I understand the gentleman |} , [conceive that lam as familiar w ith what is | {Cries of “*Agreed!’’ on the Republican side. } 
from North Carolina to object to a personal ex- ad d by that party as the gentleman from Mr. DAVIDSON. I object to that. 
planation ? || Ohio is, who has probably never seen **Sam.”’ || Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. I am opposed to 


Mr. RUFFIN. No, sir; I said distinetly that || [Laughter.] I disclaim that we hold any pro- || the gentleman’s giving way for an adjournment, 
I did not object to mere personal e splenatiah. Of || scriptive opinions. Our principles and our creed || or for any other purpose. I want to hear him 


course, the gentleman can set himself right on the || are strict fidelity to the Constitution and obedi- || through. Let us have it all in one dose. 

record. \} ence to all the laws of the land. We stand ready | Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I understand that 
Mr. HILL. Some remarks fell from the gen- || to combat sectionalism, let it come from what quar- || the gentleman from Illinois is indisposed, and 

tleman from Ohio, {Mr. Cox,] just before he re- || ter it may. We are for the Union, and nothing |! would prefer not to go on to-night. | withdraw 

sumed his seat, which were calculated to give pain, |} but the Union. ‘ || all objection if he prefers an adjournment. 

or at least to exeite a feeling of displeasure on the Mr. COX. One and inseparable? [Laughter.] || Mr, STEWART, of Maryland. I move that 

part of those with whom I act. I understood him || Mr. BRIGGS. Yes; one and inseparable. ' the House adjourn. 

to say—and I will give him the opportunity of || Mr.COX. IT understand that. | Mr.CLEMENS. Lobject. I want the coun- 

correcting me, if | make a misstatement—that he || Mr. HILL. I merely wish to say here, that |) try to understand that we are kept here for the 


looked on the southern Op positionists and the || so far as this debate has taken this sort of range, || purpose of hearing the gentleman from Iilinois 
tepublican party as a gencral Opposition to the || I dismiss anything like an unpleasant feeling in || read a speech, and that the ‘re are twenty-five pages 

Democratic party. Did I understand him aright? |) reference to anything the gentleman from Ohio has || more to be read. Let the gentleman publish the 
Mr. COX. I willexplain to my friend. I stated || stated. The gentleman from Ohio says that the || remainder of his remarks. [ call for the yeaa and 

that there was a close affinity, as I believed, be- || Re ‘public ans hold to the power of Congress over || nays upon the motion to adjourn. 

tween the Republican and American organiza- || the institution of slavery in the Territories, and if it were an oral speech that he were deliver- 

tions. I cannot go fully now into the explana- || that the southern Opposition, or some of them, | ing, | would not make the slightest objection to 

tion; but I mean this, that on the matter of slave ‘ry || hold to the same doctrine. I tell him that many | the course he might desire to pursue. 

in the Territories, and matters connected with the || of the Democrats with whom he sits here, and with Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. And the gentleman 

admission of new States, I have understood that || whom, I think, he has been proud to sit, inaugu- |, delivers written speeches, too, 


the body of South Americans have always been || rated that doctrine, perhaps. Mr. Alexander H. Mr. CLEMENS. When I do, [ try to get 
in favor of intervention by Congress to protect || Stephens, of Georgia, was conspicuous in main- | through in one day. , at least 

and establish slavery; and I have always under- || taining it a few years ago, and I do not know that | Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. The gentleman al- 
stood that the Republican party is in favor of in- || he has ever recanted those opinions; and I heard || lowed one of his colleagues, without objection, to 


tervention to prohibit slavery. no complaint of the gentleman on that account. || occupy the floor for two or three days, yet he 
Mr. HILL. And does the gentleman see, in || I state for myself, as I did the other day, that I || now objects when a motion is made to adjourn to 
that, identity between the two parties ? || do think it 1s the duty of the Government of this 
Mr. COX. I do; and I will show you how. | great nation to protect everything that is regarded 
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accommodate me. If the gentleman Is tenacious 
of his objection, | presume that I can rally enough 
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energy to get through with what I have to say 
this evening. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL G 


Ty 
| my motion for a suspension of all further pro- 


been interpolated here and they are entirely gra- | 


tuitous. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. All this de- 
bate is out of order, and | call for a vote on my 
motion. 


Mr. CLEMENS. [| demand the yeas and nays | 


on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I hope that the 
House will take a ballot and then adjourn. 

Several Mempers. We, of the Republican side, 
agree to that. 

Mr. PEYTON. I object toa ballot; and I in- 
sist upon my objection. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Itis perfectly apparant to the 
House that the gentleman from Illinois is unable 
to proceed this evening; and I think it is due to 
him that we should adjourn. 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Icall for the yeasand nays 
upon that inotion. . 

Mr. CONKLING. I demand tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


I withdraw 


I therefore .move | 


I ask the gentleman | 


from New Jersey to withdraw his motion to ad- | 


journ, so that we may take a ballot. After a vote, | 


1 am sure there will be no objection to an adjourn- | 


ment. 


Mr. ADRAIN. 


I am willing that a vote shall | 


be taken. Ali I want to dois to accommodate the | 


gentleman from Illinois, who is too unwell to pro- 
ceed to-day. | withdraw my motion to adjourn, 
and move that the House proceed to take a vote 
for Speaker. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. There is no objection on 
this side of the House, so far as I know, toa vote 
being taken this evening. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
objection, it is for the House to determine what 
it will do. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. 


I understand that a num- 


If there is | 


ber of gentlemen on this side of the House are | 


absent. 
be taken. 

Mr. ADRAIN. 
move that we proceed to take a vote. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move that there be a call ot 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


If that be so, of course no vote can now | 


There will be pairs found. I | 


Mr. BURNETT Did the gentleman from IIli- | 


neis yield that there might be a call of the House? 

The CLERK. 
a vote. 

Mr. BURNETT. I am opposed toa vote, and 
in favor either of an adjournment or of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois going on with his remarks. 

The CLERK. The Clerk understood it to be 
the general agreement of the House that there 
should be a vote. 
of the House. The Clerk heard no objection. 


Mr. BURNETT. 


He yielded for the purpose of | 


The House has ordered a call | 


I have a tolerably good | 


voice, and I addressed the Clerk all the time, but 


I could not get him to recognize me. 

Mr. CRAWFORD.. I move that we dispense 
with all further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. BRANCH. Has a call been ordered? 

The CLERK _ It has. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to state that, for 
one, I shall resist any vote being taken, unless I 
can find a pair for my colleague, [Mr. Love,] who 
is sick at his rooms and cannot be present. Ifa 
pair be found for him, and others of this side who 
are unavoidably absent, I shall then withdraw 
My Opposition to a vote being taken. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I submit whether, under 
all the circumstances, it is not betterthat we should 
now adjourn. If a vote be pressed while mem- 
bers are absent, unpaired, then we will be kept 
here, unprofitably, with calls for the yeas and 
nays, until it is dark. 

Mr.GROW. I have no objection to gentlemen 
finding pairs, but I do object to this new practice, 


never heard of before, and which has grown up | 


it this session, of members getting up and pro- 
posing that one side of the House shall offset the 
absent votes of the other. I object to it. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. In order to ascertain who 
are absent, let us have a call of the House, 


Mr. CRAWFORD. 





j 


The rentleman’s remarks have | ceedings under the call. 


The roll was called; and the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 
Messrs. Barr, Brown, Carter, Horace F. Clark, Clark B. 


Cochrane, James Craig, Reuben Davis, Dimmick, Ether- 
idge, Garnett, Hawkins, Hickman, Jenkins, Landrum, 


LOBE. 


Love, Maclay, Millward, Nixon, Sedgwick, Simms, Stall- | 


worth, Stevens, Stevenson, Van Wyck, Whiteley, and 
Wood. 


Mr. GILMER stated that Mr. Eruermce was 


confined to his room by illness, and that he wa’ | 


paired off with Governor Corwin. 

Mr. BARKSDALE stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Davis, liad paired off, but with whom he 
could not tell. 

Mr. GARNETT stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Mittwarp, but that for to-day he had 
transferred his pair to Mr. Davis, of Mississippi. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, stated his will- 
ingness to pair with Mr. Love, of Georgia, who 
was absent. 

Mr. BRANCH. I understand that Mr. Simms 
is absent, and I therefore move that we adjourn; 
and on that I call for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. RUST. 


would ask whether he is paired off with any other 
member ? 

Several Members. 
SIMMS. 

Mr. RUST. 

Mr. CURTIS. 
and nays. e 

Mr. BRANCH, I withdraw the motion to 
adjourn. I understand that Mr. Simfis is now 
here. 

The CLERK. 
man from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] to appoint another 
teller in his place. Mr. Bryeuam, of Ohio, will 
lease to act as teller in the place of his colleague. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. As Mr. Simms 
is now here, Mr. Woop, of Pennsylvania, will 
pair off with Mr. Love, instead of myself. 

The CLERK. The Clerk understands that 


Pair him oft with Mr. 


Very well; I do not object. 
I call for tellers upon the yeas 


TWENTY-THIRD BALLOT FOR SPEAKER. 


The House proceeded to a twenty-third ballot 
for Speaker, with the following result: Whole 
number of votes cast, 208; necessary to a choice, 
105; of which— ; 


nN 101 
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So there was no cheice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Sherman—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, 
Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bray- 


{| ton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Burroughs, But- 


I paired off with Mr. Woon, of | 
Pennsylvania, up to twelve o’clock this day. I | 


terfitid, Campbell, Carey, Case, Colfax, Conkling, Covode 
Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, 
Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, 


|| French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Haskin, 
| Helmick, Hoard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, 


I am requested by the gentle- | 


Mr. Woop has paired off with another gentleman. | 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. That pair has 
expired. 

The CLERK. Mr. Curry will please act as 
teller in the place of his colleague, Mr. Houston, 
who declines to act further. 

Mr. BRABSON. I have understood this morn- 


ing, from certain quarters, that there is a party | 


in this House willing to support a gentleman of 
the Opposition from the South, who had not been 
in the Know Nothing organization. There are 
men from the South in this House who never 


were in that organization; and in order to test the | 


matter, and to see whether gentlemen are willing 
to stand by the rights of the South, and support 


a man not of the Know Nothing organization, || 


but who fought for Mr. Fillmore in 1856, I put 
in nomination Horace Maynarp, of the county 
of Knox, Tennessee. 

Mr. COBB. Qualify that—by “the rights of 
the Constitution.’’ 

Mr. BRABSON. The rights of the Constitu- 
tion, if you please, and of the Union. 
say further, that | make this nomination upon 
my own individual responsibility alone. Mr. 
Maywnarp is a national and conservative man. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I wish to ask the gentleman 
one question. 

Mr. GROW. I must rise to a point of order. 
I have no personal feelings toward any of these 


I want to | 


gentlemen who are secking the floor; but every- | 


body knows that when we depart from a parlia- 
mentary course of proceeding, we do not know 
where we shall be led. A ballot has been or- 
dered by the House, the tellers have taken their 
places; and my point of order is, that no discus- 
sion is in order until that vote is taken. 

Mr. McRAE. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee, as he has put in nomination Mr. 


| Maynarp, and asked if southern men would vote 


for him, if he will assure the House that the 
whole of his own party will vote for him—the 
whole twenty-four southern Americans? 

Mr. BRABSON. Will yougive any assurance, 
then, that your party will vote for him? _ 

Mr McRAE. The gentlernan cannot give the 
assurance which I ask. 

Mr. COBB. If all your side will vote for him, 


1am willing to withdrew | I will come over and give him my vote. 


i| 


| the Democratic party. 


Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, 


BS) 


| Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, 
| Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, McKnight, Moorhead, Morri!!, 


Edward Joy Morris, Olin, Palmer, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 


| Porter, Potter, Pottle, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 


Schwartz, Scranton, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, William 
Stewart. Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, ‘Tompkins, 
Train, Trimble, Vandever, Verree, Wadc, Waldron, Wal- 
ton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Woodruff. 

For Mr. Maynerd—Messrs. Green Adams, Thomas L. 
Anderson, William C. Anderson, Ashmore, Avery, Barks- 
dale, Barrett, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyce, 
Brabson, Branch, Bristow, Burnett, Clemens, Cobb, Burton 
Craige, Crawford, De Jarnette, English, Florence, Garnett, 
Gartreill, Gilmer, Hamilton, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, 
Jobn T. Harris, Hatton, Hill, Jackson, Jones, Keitt, Lamar, 


| James M. Leach, Leake, Mallory, Elbert 8. Martin, Miles, 


Milison, Laban 'T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Nelson, Noell, 
Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, Rust, Scott, 
Sickles, Simms, William Smith, William N. H. Smith, 
Stokes, Taylor, Thomas, Vance, Webster, Winslow, 
Woodson, and Wright. 

For Mr. Bocock—Messrs. Clopton, Curry, Davidson, 
Hindman, Hughes, Kunkel, and Ruffin. 

For Mr. Phelps—Messrs. Jolin B. Clark, Holman, Hous- 
ton, Niblack, and Stout. 

For Mr. McClernand—-Messrs. Larrabee, Logan, Isaac 
N. Morris, Pendleton, and Vallandigham. 

For Mr. John G. Davis—Messrs. Adrain, Montgomery, 
Riggs, and John C. Robinson. 

For Mr. Houston—Messrs. Join Cochrane, Cooper, Mc- 
Clernand, and Singleton. : 

For Mr. Scott—Messrs. Burch, Edmundson, and McRae. 

For Mr. Pendleton—Messrs. Cox, Howard, and Charles 
D. Martin. ; 

For Mr. Gilmer—Messrs. Briggs and H. Winter Davis. 

For Mr. Vallandigham—Messrs. Allen and Underwood. 

For Mr. Adrain—Messrs. John G. Davis and Reynolds. 

For Mr. Hamilton—Mr. Fouke. 

For Mr. Pugh—Mr. McQueen. 

For Mr. Mc Queen—Mr. Pugh. 

For Mr. Hill—Mr. Maynard. 

For Mr. Gartrell—Mr. James A. Stewart. 


During the roll call the following proceedings 
took place— 

Mr. ASHMORE, when his name was ealled, 
said: I desire to say that, as I was the first Dem- 
ocrat upon this floor who voted against the reg- 
ular nominee of the Democratic party, I voted 
against that nominee with the hope 

Mr. GROW. I hope the gentleman will allow 
me a moment to make a suggestion. 

Mr. ASHMORE. I shall occupy but a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. GROW. If gentlemen engage in discus- 
sion during the call of the roll, we may occupy 





| four or five hours in a single vote at any time, and 


we shall never get through. 

Mr. ASHMORE. I said I was the first Dem- 
ocrat who voted against the regular nominee of 
I did so in the hope and 
belief that I would thereby hasten and facilitate 
the organization of this House; and that opinion 
was based upon rumors and remarks which I 
heard made upon this floor. Since that time | 
have been voting for various gentlemen, with the 


hope that the different parties who oppose the 
| Republican side of the House would rally upon 
| some conservative gentleman, effect an organiza- 


tion, and proceed with the business of legislation. 
Having failed in accomplishing that object, it was 
my intention to return to the original nominee of 
the Democratic party, [Mr. Bocock,] rallyin 
again under his Suites , or rather the standar 
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of the regular nominee, and achieve victory or vr fall 
under its folds. Sir, it is, I believe, a settled prin- 
ciple in military tactics or strategy that after a 
skirmish and retreat, the rally and onset are always 
more formidable than the first assault. Such was | 
my purpose and such my hope on the present 
ballot; but my friend [Mr. Branson] having nom- 
inated the distinguished gentleman tfom Tennes- 
see, Mr. Maynarp, a gentleman who is consid- 
ered aconservative member of this House, I place 
myself under his colors, and change my vote, 
giving it for Mr. Maynarp. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 
man from South Carolina—— 

Mr. GROW. I must Inte srpose. The ‘re can be | 
no excuse for gentlemen speaking whose names 
are not — e | do not propose to interrupt the 
gentleman; but I do want to call the attention of | 
the House to the matter now, because by-and-by 
we shall see this innoVation upon our usual pro- 
ceedings carried further, and we shall never get 
through. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Now, Mr. Clerk, 
I want to ask my friend from South Carolina 
{Mr. Asumore] if I understood him correc tly 
{cries of ‘*Down in front!’’] in saying that he 
would vote for Mr. Maynarp because he was not | 
a member of the American party? 

Mr. ASHMORE. No, sir. 
that. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 
man’s pardon. * 

Mr. ASHMORE. I said that I understood 
that Mr. Maynarp was a conservative member 
of this body, and one opposed to the Republican 
party in the House, and that therefore I declined |) 
voting for my friend Mr. Bocock, and now vote | 
for Mr. Maynarp. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I beg the gen- 
tleman’s pardon. I shall also vote for Mr. May- 
NARD. 

Mr. ENGLISH, when his name was called, 
said: Disavowing all sympathy with the peculiar | 
doctrines of the American party, but preferring a 
national and conservative man upon the slavery 
question to a sectional man, I vote for Mr. May- 
NARD, of Tennessee. 

Mr. FLORENCE, when his name was called, 
said: Opposed utterly, first, last, and all the time, 
{cries of **'That’s right!’’] to a sectional organi- 
zation such as is,represented on the other side of 
the House, (**Oh!”’ **Oh!”’ and laughter from the 

Republican benches,] but wishing to cast my vote | 
for a conservative man;and to pass the appropri- | 
ation bill [‘*Good!’’ from the Republican benches] 
which our friends on the other side are so sensi- 
tive about, I shall vote for Mr. Horace May- 
NARD. ° 

Mr. HARDEMAN, when his name was called, 
said: Indorsing,as I do, the American principles || 
of Horact Maynarp, I vote for Horace May- | 
NARD. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, when his name 
was called, said: On the same principles I also | 
vote for Mr. Maynarp, of Tennessee 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, when his name was 
called, said: In the spirit of the resolutions of the 
Virginia Legislature, I cast my vote — of 
the party to which I belong. In doing so, I shall 
not make any rese rvation, : as the gentlemen on 
the other side have just done. The period ms 
arrived in our country when all party preference 
and party pre dilections ought to be buried. Saas || 
willing to vote fora national man without regard | 
to his’ “political tenets. AlJkI ask is that he may 
be true to the Union and the Constitution. Al- 
though a young man myself, I have sat here and | 
observed old members, old politicians, and old 

gers—and excuse me for saying that I believe 
it is the old politicians of the House who prevent | 
itsorganization. ‘They will not vote for a Lecomp- || 
tonman. They will not vote for an anti-Lecomp- | 
ton man. They will not vote for an American or | 

Whig or Democrat who is not a Lecomptonite, 
unless his past and present record agrees with 
theirs. I think that all these things, in the present 
condition of the country, sink into ins significance. 
The past ought to be uried on this great issuc 
of the Union and the Constitution. When I hear 
a man talking about Democracy or Americanism | 
or anti-Lecomptonism in this great crisis, it re- 

| 
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Will the rentle- 


I did not say 


I beg the gentle- 
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minds me forcibly of that man in the Revolution | 
who, when his beef was taken, brought a suit for 
its value; and, as Patrick Henry said, on the trial 


| the Constitution. 


| speech read the other day by Mr. 


| lish bill.”? 
| by the terms of the ** English bill,”’ 
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of the case, W he n the w hole nation was crying 

‘*oive me liberty or give me death, "* old Hooke 
could be heard crying *‘ beef, beef, beef.’’ [Laugh- 
ter.) I say, when the Constitution is in danger, 
when the Union is in danger, we ought to forget 
the past and come up like national men, true to 
[ tell my friends on the op- 
posite side that if they want to elect Mr. May- 


| NARD, they must not vote for him as an s2merican 


but as a constitutional Union man. For one, I 
vote for Horace Maynarp. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. ‘“Them’s my senti- 
ments.’’ [Laughter.]} ° 

Mr. HASKIN, when his name was called, 


said: Opposed as I am to the principles advo- 


| eated by the gentleman who has been nominated 


by the American party on this floor, [Mr. May- 
NARD,] and indorsed by a part of the Democratic 
party on the other side of the House; conserva- 
tive in principles, as I am; recognizing as I do,a 


|} North, and recognizing in that North a superi- 


ority, and that superiority which will protect the 
nights of every southern State under the Constitu- 


tion; and also recognizing, as I do, that on this | 


floor Mr. SHerman, of Ohio, is the Representative 
of the conservative elements of the North; [cries 
of **Good!”’ from the Re ‘public an benches; | for I 
have voted for him heretofore, appreciating, as | 
do, his Union-loving sentiments as given In the 
Morais, of 
Pennsylvania, I cannot uae Democrat— 
for Lam such {laughter]—to any union with the 
American party of this country. I shall, there- 


|| fore, cast my vote nowas | have heretofore done 


—for Joun Suerman, of Ohio. [Loud laughter. ] 

Mr. ENGLISH. I should lke to knowif the 
gentleman from New York did not vote the other 
day for Mr. GILMER, who is a member of the 


| American order? 


Mr. HASKIN. 
to the gentleman, who is the nominal parent of 
the English bill, that I have voted for Mr. Gir- 
MER, not as amember of the American party, but 
because Mr. Gitmer, in the Thirty-Fifth Con- 
gress, stood alongside of Mr. Suerman and my- 


| self in opposition to the Lecompton policy of the 


Administration, which Mr. Enewisu sought to 
coverup by abill which, in my judgment, was the 
meanest bill offered at the last session. [Loud 
laughter. ] 

Mr. ENGLISH. I would call the aftention of 
this House and the country to the fact that Mr. 
Gitmer himself voted for that ‘* English bill.”’ 
[Applause and laughter. 

Mr. HASKIN. And I will state to the gen- 


| tleman from Indiana, who has the nominal pater- 


nity of the so-called ‘* English bill,’’ that Mr. Git- 
MER, of North Carolina, voted for that bill stating 
that it was a shilly-shally, namby-pamby, nasty 
kind of a bill, but that, as it came from a northern 
member, he,.as a southern man, owning eighty- 
six **niggers,’’ as has been announced upon this 
floor, and as he knew that that bill submitted to 
the people of Kansas the question whether they 
should accept or reject the Lecompton constitu- 
tion, could notconsistently vote againstthe ** Eng- 
I, asa northern man, considering that, 

a discrimina- 
tion was made, unjust to the North and infamous 
to the South, also voted against the ** English bill.’ 


| And I thank my God now that I did, because the 


people of Kansas rejected that bill, in a vote that 
was taken, bya majority of about ten to one. 
Now, sir, I voted for Mr. Gitmer, because 


| with me, and with all the anti-Lecompton men of 
| this House, he 


was against the policy of this Ad- 
ministration in forcing the Lecompton constitu- 
tion upon an unwilling, people; because he was 
against the extravagance and corruptions of this 
Administration, and did all in his power to expose 
them by every vote which he gave in the Thirty- 
Fifth C ongress. 

Mr. ENGLISH. The gentleman’s remarks, 
sir, only amount to this: that he thinks the hon- 
orable gentleman from North Carolina who voted 
for that ** shilly-shally, namby -pamby’’ bill, as 
he is pleased to term it, is peculi irly well quali- 
fied and deserving to be the Presiding Officer of 


| this House. 


Mr. HASKIN. Now, sir, I say that, as a 
southern man, as a conservative statesman, Mr, 
Gitmer voted for that bill to please his constit- 
uents, who, with himself, believed that by the 
terms of the bill the essential features of the doc- 


| triot. 


| When Mr. 
In response to that I will say 


| will. 


| votes. 


'| his administration of the Speaker’s office. 
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trine of popular sovere ignty were preserve d; and 
I respect him for that vote and his whole course 
at the last session. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Now, the gentleman from 
New York, as the House will perceive, changes 
his position, and says that Mr. Girmer voted for 
the English bill as a conservative man, and to 
please his constituents. 

Mr. HILL, when his name was ealled, sai q: 
It seems to bee xpected that every gentieman sha! 
have something to say when his name is e all d 
Now, sir, I should hate todamage my friend ’s [Mr. 
Maywnarp] prospect by voting for him at pres- 
ent, and L believe I will withhold my vote, in the 
hope that he may catch the vote of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Cox.] [Laughter.] 

A Menmpser. It is too late for that. He has 
already voted. 

Mr. HILL. Then I will vote now for Horace 
MayNArRpD. 

Mr. KILGORE, when his name was called, 
said: I vote for Jonn Suerman, a national pa- 





Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, when his 
was called, said: I have no apology 
[am about to cast. Horace Maynarn, coming 
from an extreme northern State, remoy ing to the 
South, and-seeing the beneficent results of slavery, 
and the good condition of our negroes, having 
voted on a former occasion for one of the Demo- 
cratic party, Lnow cast my vote for Horace May- 
NARD, of ‘Tennessee. 

Mr. LOGAN, when his name was called, said: 
Inasmuch as I am not willing to participate in 
making this House a slaughter-house of north- 
western Democracy, | cast my vote for Thomas 
S. Bocock. 

Mr. McRAE, when his name was called, said: 
MAYNARD Was put in nomination, | 
asked .the gentleman who did it whether the mem 
bers of his own party would all sustain him? 

Mr. BRABSON. I take it for granted they 


name 
for the vote 


Mr. McRAE. They have not done so up to 
this time Several members of the American 
party, [ understand, have voted against him— 
two at least. 

Mr. BRABSON. They may change their 
that when 


May- 


Mr. BRIGGS. I will answer for one, 
the Democratic party will unite on Mr. 
NARD, they shall have our votes. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Clerk, will you please call 
gentleman to order who interrupt me? | have 
stated that up to this time several members of the 
American party have not voted for Mr. Maynarp, 
two at least, and therefore I shall not vote for him. 
I vote for Cuarues L. Scorr. 

Mr. BRABSON. I understand that the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi desires to know whether 
| all the southern Opposition members will vote 
| for Mr. Maynarp. I rannot tell him. Sir, I put 
| Mr. Maynarp in nomination as a sound conserv 
ative national man, and I did it upon my own 
responsibility without consultation withanybody, 
because I am anxious to organize the House by 
the election of a national conservative man as its 
Speaker. 

Mr. McRAE. I judge of the position of parties 
in this House by thei ‘ir votes oa they st aa upon 
the record, and I say, up to this time several 
members of the American party have not voted 
for Mr. Maynarp. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. I notify the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi that I, for one, will read- 
| ily change my vote, and vote for Mr. Marwan», 
| and my colleague, Mr. Anperson, will do the 

same. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. I object to these negotia- 
tions upon the floor of the House. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, when his name was 
called, said: Mr. Clerk, I went into caueus and 
te ipate din the nomination of Mr. Bocock, of 

irginia, as the Democratic candidate for Speaker 
of this Slouse. I adhered in my votes to that 
gentleman so long as his name was before this 
House. I then voted for General Mriuson, of 
Virginia. I entertain for that gentleman a high 
respect, and would have the utmost confidence in 

There 


n vote d 


was no prospect of his election, and I th: 
for one of my colleagues, Colone] McCiernanv. 
That gentleman is true and gallant, and worthy, I 
thought, of the votes of this side of the House, 
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whether from the North or the South. We voted | 


for him for several days; but with all our efforts, 
his vote could be run up only to twenty-eight, 
That showed that there seemed to be a determina- 
tion on the part of gentlemen here not to take a 
northwestern man for Speaker. When there was 
ho prospect of the election of my colleague, ] 
yoted for Mr. Houston, of Alabama. I would 
be very willing to see him placed in the Speaker’s 
chair. ‘Then I voted for Mr. Davis, of Indiana. 
All these votes seemed unavailing. Inasmuch, 
perhaps, as my colleague’s strength has not been 


fully tested, I put him again forward; and | vote | 


for Joun A. McCiernanp, of Ilinois. 

Mr. NOELL, when his name was called, said: 
I have tried in two or three different directions to 
find a man we could elect to the Speakership. I 
feel the necessity of an early organization; and, 
while my constituents are opposed to the doctrines 
of the American party, as well as myself, I believe 
that it is my duty to do all I can to secure an or- 
ganization. | am willing to risk the responsibility 
which devolves upon me to vote for a gentleman 
occupying the position of Mr. Maynarp. He is 
an old-line Whig. I was once an old-line Whig, 
and I am not ashamed of it now. I vote for Mr. 
Maynarp, of Tennessee. 

Mr. SCOTT, when his name was called, said: 
Before [ cast my vote I will make a few remarks 
to explain by what motive | am actuated and 
prompted in voting for Mr. Maynarp. Ihavea 
solemn assurance that Mr. Maynarp is not a 
member of the American party, but that he be- 
longs to the glorious old national Whig party. 
On the dissolution of the Whig party in my 
State, ten or fificen thousand good old-line Whigs 
rallied under. the great and national Democratic 
banner in my State. I wish it to be distinetly 
understood, that I cast my vote now for Mr. 


Maywnarp, of ‘Tennessee, in honor of those men | 


who fought for the national Democracy in my 
State. L vote for Mr. Maynarp. 

Mr.SICKLES, when his name was called, said: 
1 do noi rise for the purpose of making any ex- 
cuse for the vote which | propose to give, but 
rather to express the pleasure I have in the op- 
portunity to vote for Mr. Maynarp. I believe, 
sir, that it is to men holding opinions similar to 
Mr. Maynanrp’s that we are indebted for the suc- 
cess of the national Democratic party, in 1856. I 
know that I am largely indebted to gentlemen er» 
tertaining the same views for my own election; 
and I also know that it was through the old-line 
W hies, m the recent election in the State of New 
York, that the sectional party organization there 
received what I regard a fatal blow. Believing, 
sir, that when sectional men combine, it is the 
right time for national men to unite, I vote, with 
great pleasure, for Mr. Maynarp, of Tennessee. 

Mr. SINGLETON, when his name was called, 
said: I see from the way the vote is running that 
it will be impossible to elect Mr. Maynarp upon 
this ballot. I sce that sonic four or five members 
of the American party have refused to vote for 
him. Whenever 1 sce those gentlemen change 
their votes and vote for him, | shall consider then 
the propriety of changing mine, and casting it in 
the same direction. At present I shall! vote fora 
Democrat, awaiting the action of these gentlemen. 
1 vote for Mr. Houston. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, when his name was 
called, said: I do not rise for the purpose of 
awaiting the action of others. I shall vote for 
Mr. Maynarp with pleasure, and without quali- 
fication. ' 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, when his 


name was called, said: As I by my vote always | 
sustain national principles and national men, 1, 


vote this time for Jouw SHerman. 

Mr. STOUT, when his name was called, said. 
Until I am satisfied that my vote will change the 
result as between Mr. Superman and Mr. May- 
nanp, I shall decline voting for any man except 
a Democrat. As between Mr. Suerman and Mr. 


Mr. Scorr to Mr. Maynarp. 

Mr. McRAE. I rise to a point of order. I 
desire to ascertain the precise state of the vote as 
it stands, before gentlemen change their votes. 
Those of us who have not voted for Mr. May- 


Mr. BRANCH. I will change my vote from | 
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NARD, because the American party have not voted | 


for him, want to know who of the American party 
did not vote for him, so that it may not appear 
that there was a unanimous vote for him by that 
arty. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. Will the gentle- 
man from Mississippi give us a chance to vote for 
Mr. Maynarp? 

The CLERK. The Clerk would state that that 
cannot be ascertained until gentlemen are through 
recording their votes. 

Mr. McRAE. 


as the roll was called. 


— 


Gentlemen recorded their votes || 
I know, sir, that while | 


gentlemen sometimes act honestly in changing | 


their votes, still votes are given in this House 
with a view toa trick. I know that, sir. 
not charge any man with it; but I want to see 
how many American votes have been polled for 


| Mr. Maynarp, and I want the record to show it 


before the Americans and southern Oppositionists 
change their votes. I ask the Clerk if that ap- 


I do | 


pears upon the record? Does it appear upon the | 


record that gentlemen voted in one way upon the 
direct vote, and afterwards changed their votes? 

The CLERK. It appears upon the paper upon 
which the vote is taken; but it does not appear 
upon the final record. 

Mr. McRAE. And therefore a report will go 
out to the country that there was a united Amer- 
ican vote cast for that gentleman, when there was 


not. Lask to have the record show the vote pre- || 
| cisely as it was cast. 


That is what | want; and 
I make the point here, because I have said to gen- 
tlemen that whenever any gentlemen could show 
that they could get the entire American party vote 
for Mr. Maynarp, I would vote for him. I do 
not mean that the record should go out, showing 
that they cast a united vote, when it was not so. 
I will vote for him when that party comes up in 
the first instance and votes for oo It isa wrong 
custom to permit gentlemen to cast their votes in 
one direction on the regular ballot, and then to 


, change them; which change does not appear upon 
| the record. 


, occur in the House, I should like to know how || 


{Laughter.] || 


Maywnarp, I believe I would be more fully rep- || 
resenting the wishes and interests of my constit- | 


uents if T voted for Mr. Maywarp, but until my 


vote will determine between those gentlemen, I | 


shall continue to vote, as I have heretofore done, 
for a Democrat, and I therefore vote for Mr. 


PuHELpPs. 


Mr. WOODSON, when his name was called, | 


said: Without apology, comment, or preface, I 
vote for Mr. Maynarp. g 


I want the facts to go out correctly and hon- 
estly to the country. Every gentleman can see 
the necessity and importance of it. I want to 


that question—how many American votes were 
cast against Mr. Maynarp. Is not thata proper 
question? 

The CLERK. The Clerk will state to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi that he does not think 
so. 

Mr. McRAE. Then, I ask how,many South 
American votes there are against Mr. Maynarp 
now on the record? 


The CLERK. The Clerk does not feel that he 








has a right to make any statement in regard to a | 


vote not yet taken. 

Mr. KEITT. [rise to a point of order. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman has not got the 
floor, and cannot get it ull I am through. 
that, in the proceedings of the House, facts take 
place which do not appear on the record. If gen- 
tlemen on the floor cannot ascertain facts as they 


the country can be informed as to what occurs in 
the House? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
done. 


Mr. McRAE. 


I am not asking the gentleman 


That is very easily | 


I state | 


any 


from Virginia. [Laughter.] Lam asking the Clerk | 


of the House; and the whole House sees that I | 


am putting a fair and honest proposition to the 
House. lam one of the men who have no con- 
cealment on any position that I oceupy. All I 
want is simply that the facts which transpire in 
the House shall go out fairly to the country; that 
no deception shall be practiced on the country; and 
that that which occurs in the House shall appear 
on the record. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would state to the 
gentleman from Mississippi that it is against par- 


| liamentary rule for the Clerk or any one to make 


public the state of the vote until itis declared. The 
Clerk, besides, is not taking the vote on this oe 
tion, really, for it is the act of the tellers who have 
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been appointed for that purpose. The first indi- 
cation that the House gets of the vote, is when the 
summary of names is read. Then the fact how 
every member votes is made public, asa matter of 
record. 

Mr. McRAE. [understand that. I have some 
acquaintance with parliamentary rules. [Laugh- 
| ter.] But I say this: It is against parliamentary 

rule, and ought not to be tolerated, that gentlemen 
‘who east their votes, on the direct ballot, should 
have the privilege, afterwards, of changing them 
without the fact appearing on the record. I say 
that that is against parliamentary rule. It may 
not be against the practice of the House, but it is 
against parliamentary rule, and it gives rise to a 
state of things in which the country cannot be 
correctly informed as to what transpires in the 
House. 

Now, if the Clerk does not feel authorized to 
give the information I seeK&-and I have no objec- 
tion to the Clerk taking that position—I will ask 
this > that jt may appear on the record: 
I will ask Mr. Green Apams, if he did not vote 
, against Mr. Maynarp? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. In response to 
the gentleman, I will tell him that I did vote 
against Mr. Maynarp, but 

Mr. McRAE. That isall | want. Now I will 
ask Mr. Davis, of Maryland, if he did not vote 
against Mr. Maynanp? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. I want to say to 
the gentleman from Mississippi—— 

Mr. McRAE, (amjd much confusionand laugh- 
ter.) Ido not want any further information from 
the gentleman from Kentucky. I have got all I 
| want from him. 

Now I will ask the gentleman who sits at the 
table as one of the tellers, Mr. Briggs, if he did 
| not vote against Mr. Maynarp? 

Several Republican Memsers. Don’t answer. 

Mr. BRIGGS* I did so cast my vote 

Mr. McRAE. That is all I desire from the 
gentleman. 

Several suggestions came from Democratic 
Members. 

Mr. McRAE. It is a very remarkable thing 
that, when a gentleman has the floor, other gen- 
tlemen do not consider that he knows what he is 
about, but are willing to give him more information 
than he possesses. [Laughter.] I ask the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Anperson] if he did 
not cast his vote against Mr. Maynarp? 








k Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Do you want 
know from the Clerk—and I have a right to ask |) 

| Mr. McRAE. Just to my question. 
| Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. 


a response ? 


How long 
will you give me for my answer? 
Mr. McRAE. Just so long as it will take you 
to pronounce * yes”’ or **no.’’ [Laughter.] 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. That is as 
long as it suits you. . 
Mr. McRAE. No, sir; as long as it takes you 
to pronounce ‘* yes”’ or ‘*no.”’ 
| Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Well, I will 
answer at the proper time. — 
Mr. McRAE. I do not want the gentleman to 
answer in the future. If he refuses to answer 


guilty of the fact that he did not vote for Mr. 
Maynarp. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I do not re- 
fuse to answer now, and I want 

Mr. McRAE. Will you answer whether you 
voted for Mr. Maynarp? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I donot want 
you to put language in my mouth. 

Mr. McRAE. Well, answer it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I have not 
voted against Mr. Maynarp; | voted for Mr. 
GILMER. 

Mr. McRAE. And you did aot vote for Mr. 
Maynarp. That is the answer. I do not want 
any more information from him. [General laugh- 
wet I have‘got all I desired. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. ButI would 
say to the gentleman from Mississippi 

Mr. McRAE. I wish merely to have the fact 
appear on the record. I call the gentleman from 
decker to order. [Laughter.}] I have now 
got the information that I desired to get, and which, 
the Clerk informed me could not be got from the 
record in the regular order of business. I have got 








‘| it by the courtesy of gentlemen who have all given 


me their answers, with the exception of Mr. H. 


now, I take it that he occupies the position of 


. vor 


=e 


ae 








Winter Davis, whose name, I know, stands re- 
corded, at present, against Mr. MayYNarp. There- 
fore, I say four of these gentlemen have, by their 
own acknowledgment, voted against him. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Clerk 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. 
floor. 

Mr. McRAE. And now, having accomplished 
the object for which I rose, and not desiring to 
occupy the floor for any otherpurpose, any man 
can have the floor. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Clerk 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. 
floor. 

Mr. BURNETT. I understand I have the 
floor, but [ will yield to my colleague: for a mo- 
ment. R 

The CLERK. The Clerk had assigned the 
floor to the gentleman’s colleague, [Mr. Anper- 
SON. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I will yield 
the floor ioany gentleman, after I have gotthrough 
my explanation. 
me which I desire to answer, and to answer ina 
few words. My friend from Mississippi asked 
me if I had not voted against Mr..Maynarp. I 
have not voted against Mr. Maynarp. I stated 
that I voted for Jaun A. Girmer, of North Caro- 
lina. My name stands at the head of the list, 
and Ldid not know, when Mr. Maynarp was 
nominated, whether or not he would be supported 
by my own party. I have been voting for Mr. 





I claim the 





I claim the 


Giim_er consistently, and I voted for him on this | 


occasion, because [ supposed the rest of the party 
would have done so. I did not know whether 
Mr. Maynarp was nominated by the authority 
of the party, or whether Democrats would have 
been willing to vote for him. 
every man of the party who has been nominated, 
and I am perfectly willing to vete for Mr: May- 
NARD. j 
Democrats who say they will vote for a man of 


I have had a question put to | 


I have voted for | 
|| House. 


| gentlemen of the Democratic party have voted 
I wish to show, by the record, to those || 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. BRABSON. I will answer the gentleman 
that I have already stated that I learned from Mr. 
Maynarp’s own lips that he was never inside an 
American lodge. I am one of those gentlemen, in 
Tennessee, who supported Mr. Fillmore in 1856. 
Mr. Maynarp was an elector at large for Fillmore 
for the State of Tennessee,and Ihave learned from 
him that, although he foucht for Fillmore, and has 
been voted for by the American party, he never 
was a member of the order. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to say this, not by 
way of apology for or explanation of my vote, 
for 1am only responsible for the votes I give to 
the people who sent me; but, sir, I sit here inmy 
seat for the purpose, as I announced on a former 
occasion, of giving my vote for a gentlersan be- 
longing to the southern Opposition, whenever'it 
can be useful, in the organization of this House, 
by the election of a man entertaining national and 
conservative sentiments. That is my position. 1 
have been ready and willing to do that. The 
gentleman from Georgiad/Mr. Hii1] asks me 
whether my vote depended upon the fact of Mr 
Maynarp beingan American? Notat all. My 
reason for asking was this: that he was claimed 
by my colleague [Mr. Anperson] as being a 
member of the party. I wanted the fact to go to 
the country. 

Sut, I see eemtlemen, members of the American 


party, who will not vote for him. That has been 


the case from the commencement of the session. | 


When gentlemen on this side of the House have 
been willing to abandon their organization; when 


| they have been willing to surrender the nominee 


of their caucus, and come up here and vote for a 
member of the American party who was not per- 
sonally objectionable to us, that man could not 
unite the vote of the southern Opposition in this 
Not asingle ballot has been taken when 


for a member of the American party, not person- 
ally obnoxious to them, in which he could com- 





| floor. 
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Mr. AVERY. [ thought I was entitled to the 
This is the first time I have claimed the 
floor since the commencement of the session, 

Mr. LAMAR. I rise to a question of order, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I will yield 
the floor in two minutes. 

Mr. BURNETT. I certainly did not under- 
stand myself as occu ying the floor by the cour 
tesy ofmy coll oxen Te Anperson.] [thought 
he yielded it altogether. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Not at all. 

Mr. AVERY. Lask the gentleman to yield 
to me for a minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I will yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessce in two minutes, 
absolutely. 

Mr. LAMAR. Withall respect to gentlemen, 
I must insist upon my point of order. This House 
is in the process of voting, and I contend that no 
rentleman is entitled to the floor for the purpose 
of debating during the taking of the vote. 

The CLERK. The impression of the Clerk is, 
that the point of order taken by the gentleman 
from Mississippi is correct; that no gentleman 
can be entitled to the floor for the purpose of de- 
bate during the taking of a vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I am willing 
to yield the floor to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. AVERY. I rise for the purpose of chang- 
ing my vote; and, in doing so, f desire to say that 
1, with my two Democratic colleagues on this floor, 
invariably cast our votes for the nominee of the 
Democratic party for Speaker of the House of 
Representatives while he was a candidate; that 
when the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BoteLer] 
indicated that another member of the Democratic 
party would be more acceptable to him, the nom- 
inee of that party having declined, I, in common 
with my two eolleemhie: and the great body of 
the Democratic members of the House, rallied to 
the support of the nominec of the gentleman from 


| Virginia, (Mr. Bore.er,] General Mitison, of the 


ours, that we are a united party, and are willing 
to vote for him. . 
Mr. COX. Do you mean to say that he isa 
member of your party ? 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I venture to | 
assert—although I give Democrats credit for doing | 
one good deed in their political life—that there are 
Democrats on this floor who never will vote for 
an American when their vote would elect him. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to ask him one question ? _ 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I have got 
the floor. I did not rise for the purpose of making | 
a speech, but I rose for the purpose of casting my | 
vote for Horace Maynarp,of Tennessee. I do 
that now, and L have got no other question to 


mand the vote of that party. 

Mr. QUARLES. Which of the members of 
the southern eer: in the House now, 
have not voted for Mr. Marnarp? 

Mr.BURNETT. The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Davis] and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brices] have not voted for him. 

Mr. QUARLES | Lask the gentleman, then, 
| whether the Democratic nominee has ever secured 
al] their party votes? 

Mr. BURNETT. He has secured the vote of 
every single Democrat in this House who recog- 
nizes and acts with the Democratic organization. 

Mr. QUARLES. Did the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Puen] vote for him? 

Mr. BURNETT. I donot understand that he 


State of Virginia. And, now, Mr. Clerk, while 
I differ with the distinguished gentleman from 
Tennessee, who has been presented as a candidate 
for Speaker by his own party, I rise for the pur- 
pose of saying that I wish to set an example of 
patriotism to the gentlemen of that party, which 
they have not set to the country by voting for any 
one ‘of the eighty-eight Democrats upon this floor. 
I vote for Mr. Maynarp, of Tennessee. And I 
do it, sir, for what reason ? because I prefer to vote 
for him rather than see that seat, once adorned 
by a Polk, gf Tennessee, and a Clay, of Kentucky, 
desecrated by a Black Republican. [Hisses from 
the Republican benches, and applause from the 
Democratic side, and in the galleries. ] 








Salto. 


i 
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answer. 


The CLERK. The tellers understand the gen- || 


tleman from Kentucky as changing his vote and 
voting for Mr. Maynarp. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; I 
vote for Mr. Maynarp. 


Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. Will the gentle- 


man from Kentucky allow me to ask him a ques- || southern Opposition at all. 


| upon this floor been able to unite that vote, except 
Well, I want to say that the || 


tion? 

Mr. McRAE. } 
gentleman from Kentucky did not vote for Mr. 
Maynarp on the direct ballot. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. 
mitted that fact. 

Mr. McRAE. Put that on the record. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. [hope my friends 
will indulge me a moment to reply to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, [Mr. McRar.}] I did not 


vote for Mr. Maynarp, butas my colleague [Mr. | 
Anpverson] has remarked, in reference to himself, | 


I am ready to vote for him or any other member 
of my own party; and, as I have shown by my 
former votes, I am also ready to vote for a D 
ocrat to organize the House. I thought I was 
about to make a contract with my friend from Mis- 
sissippi, until he flew off at the handle. [Laugh- 


ter.] But as he seems not disposed to contract | 
with me at all, if he will just permit me, I will | 


change my vote and vote for Mr. Maynarp. I 
so vote. : 


Mr. McRAE. 


was called, but votes for him now. 

Mr. BURNETT. 
change my vote, whether Mr. Maynarp ig a mem- 
ber of the American party? 


I have ad- | 





em- | 


; I want it understood that the | 
gentleman did not vote for him when his name 


I desire to know, before I | 


acknowledges or acts with the Democratic party 
at all. Now, sir, I will call the attention of the 
House to another fact. When the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Bore.er] was nominated, I was 
poepeoer to vote for him, if my vote would elect 
im, or approximate to it. That has been my 
position. But he could not unite the vote of the 
Nor has any man 


the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Git- 


| MER;] and that was when gentlemen upon this 


side of the House had avowed frankly and can- 
didly that they could not vote for him. 


Now, when this vote commenced, I sat in my | 


seat; my name comes up pretty high on the roll; 
but I determined that if I saw that Mr. Maynarp 
united the southern Opposition members—men 


|| that are far down on the list—and if I saw there 
| was any prospect of electing him Speaker of this 


House, he should have my vote for that position. 


| Tam ready to do so now; but I ask my friends 


of the southern Opposition if they can ask us to 


"vote for one of their own party when he cannot 
| get the entire strength of his own party? 


But, sir, I intend to vote for Mr. Maywarp, and 


| the reason why I intend to vote for him is this, 


that there shall be no excuse, so far as my action 
is concerned here, for its being represented to the 
people of my section of country, that we, repre- 
senting Democratic constituencies, are not willing 
to organize this House upon a national conserva- 
tive man, let him belong to what party he may. 

Mr. AVERY claimed the floor. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. J have not 
yielded the floor; but if the gentleman from Ten- 


| nessee wants to change his vote, I will yield to him. 





| would be cast for Mr Maywarp. 
| think that there would be any chance for his elec- 





| objection 





———— es 


Mr. TOMPKINS. I object to any further dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I change my vote from 
Mr. Scorrt, of California, to Mr. Maynarp, of 
Tennessee, and whenever my constituents desire 
to know my reason for this change, I shall be 
ready to give it. [Cries of “That is right!’ 
from the Republican benches. } 

Mr. HAMILTON. Idesire to change my vote 
from Mr. Rust, of Arkansas, to Mr. Maynarp, 
of Tennessee. I do so out of no disrespect for 
Mr. Rust. I know that he will acknowledge and 
appreciate _ motive in changing. When my 
name was called, I did not know how many votes 
I did not then 


tion. I now vote for him, to manifest my desire 
to organize this House. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. [insist that all debate dur- 
ing the pendency of the vote is out of order. So 
I believe the Clerk has decided. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I do not want more than 
a minute. 

Mr. GROW. If gentlemen will confine their 
remarks to a minute apiece, there will then be no 


We only object to speeches during 
the vote. 


Mr. HAMILTON. I am willing to vote for 
any man in the wide world who is not a sectional 
man, but, on the contrary, a constitutional man. 
I care not by what name he is called; I care not 
with whom he affiliates, if his principles are right, 
and especially if he manifests opposition to the can- 
didate of the Republican side of the House, whose 
election, I fear, would add nothing to the stabil- 
ity and permanence of this Confederacy. [ vote 
for Mr. Marwnarp with the same pleasure that I 
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would vote for any member of my own party in 
the present attitude of the House, for it must be | 
apparent that we cannot organize the House as | 
we desire, unless we have aid from those who 


while we expect their aid to organize it according 
to our peculiar notions, it seems to me that it 
would be illiberal in us to refuse to vote for a na- 
tional man presented by them. 

I have heard it said that gentlemen upon this 
side cannot afford to vote for a man of his pecu- 
liar political tenets . 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I must object to this dis- 
cussion continuing any longer. It has been a very 
long minute. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Only half a minute longer. 
They cannot afford, they say, to vote for a man 
of his peculiar tenets, because they cannot go back | 
to their foreign-born constituents, after they have | 
done so, with any sort of justification. I have to | 
say to them that I, too, represent a foreign born 
constituency—perhaps eight or nine thousand 
votes. I believe, however, that they are sensible 
men. I believe, above all, that they have devo- 
tion to this common country. Believing that, I 
think that they willappreciate my motive in voting 
for Mr. Maynarp. if they do not, and are not 
satisfied with my action, they have thirty-five 





thousand other gentlemen from whom they can || 


select my successor. I vote for Mr. Marnarp, | 
of Tennessee. | 
Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I change 
my vote from Mr. Bocock,of Virginia, to Mr. | 
Maywnarp, of Tennessee. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I wish to propound | 
a question in reference to the vote I have given. 
Ir. TOMPKINS. 
sion. 
Mr. JOHNCOCHRANE. 
enter upon the debate. Indeed, sir, I will not 
disturb the composure of this House to the ex- | 


I wish, Mr. Clerk, to know a fact or two in 
reference to the position of the House before I 


tent that the gentleman does who objects. | 
| 


shall be able accurately to have my vote recorded. || 


If I understand rightly the gentleman from Ten- 


ated, and for whom votes have been cast, was | 
nominated by a gentleman in regular standing in 
the American party. If I understand rightly, he 
has been supported by different gentlemen upon | 
this floor, as a member in regular standing in that 
party. 
Mr. BRABSON. One word 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Not ntw. Now, 
sir, | stand here as a Democrat, associated with | 
my fellow Democrats from all sections of the 
Union, and have given them support. There are 
other of my Democratic associates from the North 
who stand in the same position, and who, with 
me, will so continue. As such a national Dem- 
ocrat, one of my principles has always been op- 
position to that sectional, restricted party, which | 
would impose conditions upon the adopted citi- | 
zens of this land. And I warn gentlemen here | 
to-day, that if the principles of the national Dem- 


ocratic party are to be neutralized, or in one jot )| 


or tittle affected in that respect, then that party at 
the North will be swept fon existence as with | 
the besom of destruction. Therefore, sir, under- 
standing the matter in this light, I leave my vote 
where I have recorded it—for George S. Hovs- 
ton, of Alabama. 

Mr. BRABSON. The gentleman desires to 


know whether the gentleman from Tennessee, 


| Mr. Mayxarp,] by me put in nomination for the || 


Speakership, is in regular standing in the Amer- 
ican party. I can answer him. I tell him that, 
so far as I am concerned, from my cradle up I | 
have fought the Democracy, and I expect to fight | 
them upon all the great questions of the day, ex- | 
cept the slavery question, so long as the God of | 
heaven permits me to breathe. I never was in 
a Know Nothing lodge. I have no apology to 
make for Mr. Marnarp. | want that understood. 
I have not made any. | understand, from his own | 
lips, that he never was in an American lodge. He | 
is not an American, although he was by my side | 
for Fillmore, in 1856. And, sir, the most glorious 
battle I ever fought was for Fillmore, in my own | 
beloved native State of Tennessee. {Applause in | 
ihe galleries. 

Mr. GROW. Go on with the call of the roll. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. I desire to change 


THE CON 


I object to further discus- } 


I do not intend to || 


mony, and with the hope of producing an election 


| my vote, for the purpose of conciliation and har- 
| by a union of all the elements of the opposition 


|| to the Republican party. To show my willing- 
have presented the name of Mr. Maynarp. Then, || 
| 


ness for that union, I vote for Mr. Maynarp. 
Mr. McRAE. 


votes. When we come to another regular vote, 
then we can ascertain whether all those gentlemen 
will vote for Mr. Maywnarp, or not. 

Mr. COBB. Ido not purpose to change my 
vote. Ihave not voted yet. I will not imitate 


j right. I intend to do right, although every other 
|. man upon this floor does wrong. I believe it is 
right at this time to vote for Mr. Maynarp; and 
s@ believing, I cast my vote for him. 
Mr. SIMMS. _ I will change my vote from Mr. 
3ocock to Mr. Maynarp. 
Mr. MAYNARD. Is my vote recorded? 
The CLERK. It is not. 
Mr. MAYNARD. I vote for Josuva Hitt. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. I will change my vote 
from Mr. Taytor to Mr. Houston. 
Mr. LOGAN: I will change my vote. 
| for Mr. McCuiernanp, of Illinois. 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I desire to make 
| a remark defining my position before the result of 
the vote is announced, 


I vote 





| not vote for Mr. Maynarp. Mr. Maynarp is 
acting with the American party of the Union. It 


try. I am ready, and have always been ready, 
as announced in my first speech, to organize this 


result, for any gentleman of any party in this 
| House, ued of the Republican party. So far 
} as | am concerned, I would prefer to vote for an 
| out-and-out American, who will take the respon- 


than to vote for a man who, acting against the 


Democratic party of the country, has never taken 
that responsibility. 


upon the record of the country, and takes the re- 
sponsibility of his position. I do not like a man 
who shrinks from the responsibility of his posi- 
| tion. I,therefore, did not vote for Mr. Maynarp, 
| nor do I now propose to vote for him. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I change my vote 
from Mr. Puetrs to Mr. McCiernanp. 

The result of the vote was announced as above 
recorded; and then, (at five o’clock p. m.,) on 
motion of Mr. COX, the House adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspaz, December 29, 1859. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Byron SunDERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
THE SPEAKERSHIP. 


TheCLERK. The question before the House 
is upon the admissibility of the resolution of the 
| gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. WinsLow,] 
presented on Thursday last; and on that question 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morais] is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, resumed and con- 
cluded his remarks commenced yesterday. {See 
Sppeere} 

Mr. GROW. Ihave sought the floor at this 
time, Mr. Clerk, not for the purpose of engaging 
in the general discussion of any political questions, 
all of which, as it seems to me, are wholly irrel- 
evant to the proper business of the House at this 
time. My only object now is to respond briefly 
to the remarks made some days since by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Brancu,] in 
which the prerogatives of this House were called 
in question in such a way as to make it almost 
| necessary for me to reply in the nature of a per- 
| sonal éxplanation. 1 shall, therefore, trespass 
upon the time of the House but a few moments. 

Mr. RUST. Will the gentleman allow mea 
moment? 

Mr. GROW. 
interruptions. 

Mr. RUST. I want the flooronly for a moment, 
| for the purpose of making a personal explanation. 

Mr. GROW. 


Prayer 


I cannot; I am opposed to all 


I] want it noted upon the record | 
of our debates who they are that now change their | 


those who will do wrong because others do not do | 


is said he does not belong to that party. It is | 
said he belongs to the old-line Whigs of the coun- | 


House, and to vote, if my vote would effect that | 


sibility of that organization before the country, | 


i 


My name is among the || 
first on the roll, and, as the House know, | did | 





I like a bold man; I like a | 


*n- ||‘man who marches up and places himself squarely 
nessee, [Mr. Maynarp,] who has been nomin- || 


| 


sete Ce 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 


i 








SS 


| day next. 


December 29, 


the nature of a personal explanation. If the gen- 
tleman will allow me, lam opposed to this whole 
system of one gentleman occupying the floor and 
yielding for other gentlemen to make speeches. 

Mr. RUST. I only want to make an explana- 
tion in reference to a vote I gave yesterday. 

Mr. GROW. Ifthe gentleman wishes merely 
to correct the record, I yield to him, of course, 
for that purpose. 

Mr. RUST. I voted yesterday upon the ballot 
for Speaker, when it appears that I should not 
have done so, I stated and understood that my 
- with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

Voop] had expired yesterday. I am informed, 
however, by the gentleman’s colleague, (Mr. 
Mitiwarp, | that the pair extended until Wednes- 
should have regretted, even if great 
good had resulted from it, arty breach of faith 
upon my part in reference to any engagement 1 
had entered into with that gentleman; and I take 
the liberty now of asking that my vote may be 
withdrawn. I understand, however, that Mr. 
Woop was paired off with some one else. 

Mr. McK NIGHT. Thatwas, however, but for 
one day. 

Mr. GROW.. Not being able, sir, to obtain the 
floor at the time the remarks were made by the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Brancu] 
and the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Smirn,} 
in reference to the Post Office appropriation bill of 
the last session of Congress, Iam necessarily com- 
pelled, at this time, to repeat a small part of the 
record which they introduced, and then I shall 
refer to a part of the record on which they did 
not seem disposed to comment. On the 26th of 
February last, a bill passed this House making 
all the necessary appropriations for the support 
of the Post Office Department for the present year. 
It appropriated abouttwenty million dollars;about 
two milion dollays was for the erection of post 
offices and custom-houses in different States of 
the Union; $3,800,000 was to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriations for last year. So it left for 
the current expenses of this year about fifteen 
million dollars. The bill’was sent to the Senate, 
and it was afterwards returned to this House upon 
the morning of the 2d of March, with thirty-three 
amendments attached to it by the Senate, one of 
which provided for an increase of the rates of post- 
ages from three to five and ten cents on letters, and 





| doubled the postage on printed matter. When 


the bill was returned to the House, as was said by 
the gentleman from North Carolina, who referred 


| to this subject, I rose to a point of privilege that, 


under the Constitution, the Senate of the United 
States could not originate a revenue bill; and, as 
they could not do that, they could not put a rev- 
enue measure as an amendment to a bill to which 
it was not germane. The resolution offered by 
me was in these words: 

** Resolved, That,the House bill (No. 872) making appro- 
priations for defraying the expenses of the Post Office De- 
partment for the year ending the 30th June, 1860, with the 
Senate amendments thereto, be returned to the Senate, as 
section thirteen of said amendments is in the nature of a 
revenue bill.’? 

This was the resolution referred to by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, sending the bill 
back with the suggestion that one of the Senate 
amendments was in the nature of a revenue bill. 
Why do it? We made that suggestion in order 
that the Senate could leave that amendment out 
if they chose to, and then return the bill to us 
with their other amendments which, in that case, 
we should have taken up and considered. That 
resolution passed the House 117 yeas to 76 nays. 
Twenty-nine Democrats voted for the resolution, 
and nine South Americans, and every Republi- 
can who voted. Yet the charge by gentlemen on 
this floor, arraigned me and the gentleraen with 
whom I coéperate, as attempting to invade the 
prerogatives of the Senate, and as adopting an 
unjustifiable course, for selfish purposes, under 
the plea of preserving the privileges of this House 
against encroachment. The Republican party 
upon this floor in the last Congress had but ninety 
members, whilst the Democrats had one hundred 
and thirty$ and yet, notwithstanding the forty 
Democratic majority, this resolution passed the 
House by a majority of forty-one. So far I give 
credit to those Democrats who stood with us to 


protect the constitutional prerogatives of the House 





What I have to say myself is in | 


| 


against encroachment by a coérdinate department 
of the Government. The resolution was sent to 
the Senate, accompanied by the bill. They re- 
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turned to us the answer which was read the other 
day, and I desire to refer to it again. This is it: 
** Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the 
Senate and House being, of right, equally competent each | 
to judge of the propriety and constitutionality of its own rules to the mode of its collection, and as to the manner in 
action, the Senate has exercised said right in its action on which the officials employed in such collection shall con 
the amendment sent to the House, leaving to the House |, duct. 
its right to adopt or reject each of said amendments at its | 


| 


| cise, customs, duties, which it collects and receives into 
the treasury for public use. It is the income which it re 
ceives to enable it to perform its proper functions. And 
laws relating to the revenue, or revenue laws, are such 
laws as are enacted in reference to income ; such as give 


Sook of the State. They are its income. As they are the rev 

e enue of the State, all laws regulating such taxes, and giving 
such rules for their collection, are taxes relating to the 
revenue. 


We agreed with them on that doctrine. 
House could judge of the constitutionality of its 
action, and we had the same fight to judge of ours 
that they had of theirs. Early in the day of the- 
3d of March, Mr. Pueirs moved to take the 
bill from the table,.and the House refused to take 
it up, and on the adjournment of Congress it was 
left upon the table, as the gentleman said. 

This bill had an amendment of the Senate upon 
it increasing the postages of the country, almost 
doubling them; and the question arises, could 
the Senate originate a bill to increase postage ¢ 
The point was made the other day that this House 
violated its proper duty when it raised this ques- 
tion, and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Smiri] 
said that the sands of the Congress were running 
out when it was made, and therefore it was too 
late to raise a constitutional question. I thought 
it was proper to raise constitutional questions at all | 
times, no matter whether the last sand in the hour- | 
glass had run out or not. 
- ‘To justify the action of the House, Mr. Clerk, 

I read from the Constitution of the United States, 
section seven, article first: || 

‘* All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House || 
of Representatives.”’ 

That is a plain, express provision. Then the | 
question arises, is the collection of the Post Office | 
receipts raising revenue? On that point [ will not 
rely alone upon my own judgment, dr upon the f y - ; 
sense of the House, expressed by its forty-one || of the court, which Was a unanimous one: 
majority, but [will call sheattesRion of gentemen | ‘fs it of err wastseued under the ato the 2 
to the decisions, not only of the circuit court of | passed the 24th September, 1789, which stovides that final 
the United States, but of the Supreme Court also. |! judgments in any circuit court of the United States, in any 
Without referring to all the laws of Congress |} civil action brought by the United States for the enforce 
which have been passed in reference to the Post |} ment of the revenue laws of the United States, or for the 
Office receipts, in all of which they are termed i prsinnycp ttrwers ghee eoeleesdat pac par ames eng nge 

: . . in, may be examined, and reversed or affirmed in the Su 
revenue, I call attention specially to the act passed || preme Court of the United States, without regard to the 
July 24, 1836, (fifth volume Statutes at Large, page 
80.) The first clause of the act reads thus: 

“That the revenue arising in the Post Office Depart- 
ment, and all debts due to the same, shall, when collected, 


be paid, under the direction of the Postmaster General, 
into the Treasury of the United States.’ 


These Post Office receipts all go into the Treas- 


public revenue, and the laws relating to the same are of 
the greatest importance to the revenue. From this duty 
the Government, in times of war, or at any time when from 


and cannot be increased, derives an essential part of the 
revenue. 

** Duties, or taxes collected under the tariff laws of the 
United States, upon the importation of foreign goods into 
the country, are the revenue of the State; and the laws 
regulating the collection of such duties as taxes, and pre- 

| scribing rules to. officials employed in such collection, 
are laws relating to the revenue. This is conceded. But 
such duties or taxes ere no more the revenue of the State than 


the United States, for the carriage of letters in the public 
mails, the revenue of the State. And the laws regulating 
the collection of duties or taxes upon the importation of 
foreign goods into the country, and prescribing rules for the 


taxes, are no more laws relating to the revenue than are 
the laws which regulate the mode of collecting duties or 


prescribe rules for the conduct of officials in the collection 
of such duties or taxes for such carriage.’ 


is in conformity with the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 
I read from 12th Howard’s Reports of the decis- 


of either party.’ ”’ 

Under that law the case went to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. The point raised 
there was whether the Post Office laws were rev- 
enue laws in the contemplation of the Constitu- 
tion and laws of the United States. [read now 
ury; and, when once there, every gentleman upon || from page 97 the decision of the court in that case, 
this floor knows that there is no way to take money |; which decides that the Post Office laws are revenue 
ot of the Treasury save by an appropriation by |) laws: 

Congress; and that, if there were a surplus in the 
receipts for postages over the expenses of the 
Post Office service, we could appropriate it for || 
any other purposes of the Government. So, then, 
they go into the common fund under the laws of | 
Congress, and belong to the revenue of the Gov- 
ernment. I will read from a decision of Judge 
Ingersoll, of the circuit court of the United States 
for the district of New York, delivered March 17, | 
1859, in which the only point raised was, whether 
Post Office receipts were revenue or not. Mr. 
Fowler, postmaster at New York, had been sued | 
by James A. Warner, because he did not deliver 
up certain letters which Mr. Warner claimed be- 
longed to him. By the third section of an act 
of Congress, passed the 2d March, 1833, (Stat- 
utes at Large, volume 4, page 633,) it is pro- 
vided that, when a suit or prosecution shall be 
a Un ee ne a oon "fon | course, be germane, and could not be made under 
cer ne United states, or other person, for || the Constitution if the Senate could not originat. 
or on account of any act done under the revenue | 
laws of the United States, or under color thereof, the 
defendant can remove his suit from the State court 
into the circuit court of the United States by 
taking the proper steps. The defendant did that 
in this case; and the question arose whether the | 
case should be remanded to the State court. I read 
from Mr. Ingersoll’s decision: 

“The plaintiff moves afterward before this court, and 
makes his motion to have the cause remanded to the su- 
preme court of the State, and to have all the proceedings 
tor the removal of the same into this court vacated, on the 
ground that the Post Office laws of the United States, un- 
der color of which the defendant acted, are not revenue 
laws of the United States, within the meaning of these | 
terms, as they are used in the above recited att of Congress, 
of March, 1833. 4nd whether they are revenue laws within | 
the meaning of these terms, as they are used in that act of 
Congress, is the only question presented. 

“The revenue of the State is the produce of taxes, ex- || the poor have been sent to the Commons by the Lord 


Department is paid intothe Treasury. Revenue is the in 
come of a State, and the revenue of the Post Office De 
partment, being raised by a tax on mailable matter con 


service, isas much a part of the income of the Government 
as moneys collected for duties on imports.’’ 

Here, then, Mr. Clerk, is the plain provision 
of the Constitution of the United States, and the 
decision of the circuit and Supreme Courts of the 


for a justification of the conduct of the last Hous: 


which will accomplish that purpose? Such a 


ities conclusively show. The proceedings of th: 


stitution and the decision of the courts, but wer: 


mentary law: 


‘As a general rule, bills may originate in either House 
but the exclusive right of the Commons to grant supplies 
and to oppose and appropriate al] charges upon the people 
renders it necessary to introduce by far the greater propor 
tion of bills into that House. Bills relating to the relie 
and management of the poor, for example, involve, almos 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


** Alltaxes which are imposed by the State, whether such | 
pleasure.”’ |, taxes be direct or indirect, when collected, are the revenue | 


“ The duty paid for the carriage of letters by the agency | 
of Government is at times a most important branch of the | 


any cause the income from customs is materially impaired | 


| are the duties or taxes collected under the Post Office laws of || 


government of officials in the collection of such duties er’| 


taxes for the carriage of letters in the public mails, or which | 


This is the decision of the circuit court, which | 


ions of the Supreme Court, page 96, United States || 
vs. Bromley. Justice McLean delivers the opinion | 


sum or value in controversy in such action, at the instance | 


“Under the act of 1836, the revenue of the Post Office 


veyed in the mail, and which is disbursed in the public 


United States. Upon those authorities we rely 


of Representatives on the Post Office bill. But 
if the Senate cannot originate a revenue bill, as 
every gentleman upon this floor must admit, can 
they attach an amendment to a bill sent from this 
House, not for the purpose of raising revenue, 


amendment to an appropriation bill would not, of 


a bill for that purpose, as the foregoing author- | 


last House on the Post Office bill were not only in 
consonance with the plain provision of the Con- 


strictly in accordance with parliamentary prece- 
dent. I read from ** May on Parliament,’’ page 
344. Every one, of course, will recognize itasa 
conclusive authority upon the que stion of parlia- 


| necessarily, some charge upon the people, and generaliy 
| originate with the Commons. Two bills only relating to || 
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during the present century. The first, in 1501, was laid 
aside nem. con., when Mr. Speaker called attention to it; 
the second, In 1831, was received but not proceeded with, 
the first reading being postponed for Uiree months.” 

The Lords have ceased all attempts to force 
upon the Commons of Great Britain either amend- 
ments or billy imposing taxation upon the people. 
Yet it is proposed to introduce that practice into 
our System. 
| Again, May continues: 





j 


|} Such amendments, however, ought not to interfere with 
regard to the amount of the tax, the mode of levying or col 
lecting it, the persons who shal! pay or receive it, the man 
ner of its appropriation, or the persons who shal! have the 
control and management of it. In any of these cases, the 
Commons may insist upon their privileges, and it is only by 
waiving them in particular instances, and under special 
circumstances, that such amendments have ever been ad 
mitted.”? : 


Yes, sir; the Commons would never admit them, 
unless it was expressly stipulated that,.in partic- 
ular cases, they would waive their objection. 

Again, says the same author, page 408: 

** In bills not confined to matters of aid or taxation, but in 
which pecuniary burdens are imposed upon the people, the 
Lords may make any amendments, provided they do not 
|| alter the intention of the Commons with regard te the 
| amount of the rate or charge.”’ 

The Senate did not undertake to alter our bill, 
but to impose adirect charge upon the people sand, 
therefore, it was not germane to our bill. Had we 
introduced a bill making an increase of the rates of 
postage, or pertaining to that subject, then, under 

| that clause of the Constitution which permits the 
| Senate to amend revenue bills, they could have 
done it. In Parliament there is no law allowing 
the Lords to put amendments even upon bills of the 
, Commons which impose taxes or burdens upon 
the people. The Senate may do it upon bills for 
that purpose originating in the House, because 
the Constitution makes that express exception. 

To the following parliamentary precedent I wish 
to call the attentior. of the House, page 408 of 
May on Parliament: 

* But all bills of this class must originate in the Com 
mons, as that House will not agree to any provisions which 
impose a charge upon the people if sent down from the 


Lords, but will order the bills containing them to be laid 
aside.”’ 


Now, if the Senate had sent us a bill in this 
|| case, we would have ordered it laid aside, as we A 
| did this bill. 


* Neither will they permit the Lords to insert any pro- 
visions of that nature in bills sent up from the Commons ; 
but will disagree to the amendments, and insist on thelr 
disagreement, or lay the bill aside at once. 


In accordance with this precedent, we did lay 
aside the Post Office bill. 

1 will read one other precedent from Ferrall’s 
Laws of Parliament, page 109, sustaining the 
same thing: 


‘* First—that in bills of aid and supply, as the Lords can 
not begin them,so they cannot make any alterations, either 
as to the quantum of the rate, or the disposition of it, or, 
indeed, any amendment whatever, except in correcting 
verbal or literal mistakes. 

** Where the bill, with amendments made by the Lords, 
Appear to he of a nature which, though not immediately, 
yet, in their consequences, will bring a charge upon the 
people, the Commons have denied the right of the Lords to 
make such amendments, and the Lords have acquiesced 
t *The Commons are not only treasurers to the nation, 
but also possess the initiative of any bill imposing a tax, 
for whatever purpose.”’ 7 : : 7 ; ‘ 

“So tenacious have the Commons been of this money 
privilege, that they have frequently rejected bills, contain 
ing money clauses, solely on the ground of their not having 
originated with themselves. 

“* On the 24th July, 1661, the Lords sent down a bill for 
1 || paving the streets and highways of Westminster, to which 
they desire the concurrence of the Commons.’ As soon as 
the billis read the first time, ‘ the House observing that said 
bill was to alter the course of the law in part, and to lay a 
charge upon the people; and conceiving that it is a privi 
lege inherent to this House, that bills of that nature ought 
, || to be first considered here,’ the bill is laid aside, and it is 
| ordered ‘ that the Lords be acquainted therewith, and with 

the reasons inducing the House thereto ; and the Lords are 

to be desired, for that cause, not to suffer any mention of 
» || the said bill to remain on the journals of their House ; and 
that the Commons, approving the purport of the bil!, have 
ordered in a bill of the same nature.’ 

“On the 15th February, 1664, a bill songewhat similer 
was laid aside on the same grounds.’ 


I could read more authorities on this point, but 
| will not take up the time of the House by doing 
| so.” Such, Mr. Clerk, is the history of the pro- 
ceedings of the two Houses of Congress on the 
Post Office bill to which the Senate attached their 
amendment increasing the rates of postage. Such 
are the authorities and decisions on which we re 

lied to sustain the action of the majority of the 
s || House in relation to it. And had the gentleman 
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from North Carolina [Mr. Brancu] been as famil- 
iar with constitutional law and parliamentary pre- 
cedents as his long experience in legislation would 
have led us to suppose, he could have found suffi- 
cient and abundant reasons to pny my conduct 
and that of a majority of the House, without vio- 
lating all parliamentary and gentlemanly courte- 
sies that are recognized in all deliberative bodies, 
by impugning the motives of his peer, and charg- 
ing sordid and selfish considerations as the moving 
cause of our action. : 

Mr. BRANCH. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania whether I am to undersiand 
his language as imputing to me any conduct that 
was ungentlemanly ? 


Mr. GROW. 


I said that the gentleman vio- 


lated all parliamentary and gentlemanly courte- | 


sies that are recognized in all deliberative assem- 
blies. It needs no reference to parliamentary law 
toknow that. The first rule of parliamentary law 
is that no gentleman has the right to impugn the 
motives of another. 


Mr. BRANCH. 


I desire to ask the gentleman 


whether he means, by that language, to impute | 


to me any conduct that is ungentlemanly ? 

Mr. GROW. Lask the gentleman to refer to 
his own language, and see what he thinks 

Mr. BRANCH. I demand of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to know whether he means by 
that language to impute to me any conduct that is 
ungentlemanly or unbecoming? 

Mr.GROW. The gentleman charged, the other 
day, that I had defeated the Post Office appropri- 
ation bill, in order to comp l the President of the 
United States to call an extra session of Congress. 
I say that such an imputation on my motives was 
not gentlemanly under parliamentary law. 

Mr. BRANCH. 
I have already asked the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania—whether he designs, in those remarks, 
to impute to me any conduct unbecoming a gen- 
tleman? A failure to respond I shall assume to 
be an affirmative answer. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Clerk, I take the language 
of the gentleman. What I have said on it is plain 
English, and there it stands. The gentleman, the 
other day, impugned my motives of action on the 
Post Office bill. ‘The impugnment of motives ina 
legislative body is everywhere regarded, not only 
as unparliamentary, but as ungentlemanly, under 
parliamentary practice and law. 


Mr. BRANCH. 





take his failure to respond as an affirmative an- 
swer. 

Mr. GROW. 
what he pleases. 

Mr. BRANCH. 

Mr.GROW. 
language, from the Globe of Monday last: 

** Now, I think I am justifiable, in the face of these facts, 
in saying that the design which the gentleman had in view 
was to kill the bill, and that the motive and object that he 
had was to compel the President to call Congress together 
shortly after the 4th of March.” 


The gentleman can take just 


I will do so. 


That is the language to which I apply the par- | 


liamentary law; and I take back nothing that | 
have said. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, there is one other point in this 
transaction to which I desire to call the attention 
of the House. Neither of the gentlemen com- 
mented upon it, when they attempted to hold me 
responsible for defeating the Post Office bill, and 
impugned my motives. I pass by all impugn- 
ment of motives; for gentlemen stand on this 
floor, independent Representatives, responsible to 
their constituents for their conduct. If motives 
of gentlemen are to be impugned for their action 
in legislative bodies, everybody knows what the 
ven would be. 

Now, I call atiention to the history of this trans- 
action, after the defeat of the bill which had on it 
the amendment increasing the rates of postage. 
Mr. Puecr® moved to take the bill from the table. 
The House refused to take itup. If the House 
were to consider unconstitutional amendments, 
that would be an entire waiver of its right to insist 
that the Constitution should not be violated by the 
Senate. After that vote Mr. Pue res iked the 
unanimous consent of the House to report another 
bill making all the appropriations which were in 





l repeat the question which | 


L repeat that the gentleman | 
has not responded to my inquiry, and that I shall | 


I will read the gventleman’s own 
: 
' 


| 








the first bill. ‘That bill passed the House by a | 
unanimous vote; when a single objection would | 


have prevented its introduction. So as soon as 


motion can be made, business being now pending. 


tinue the reading of the report on the bill before the Senate. 





this bill, increasing postage, was laid aside by the 
action of the House, a new bill was leredcad ail 
sent to the Senate, appropriating $15,000,000 for 
the current expenses of the Department; $3,800,000 
for a deficiency, and about two million dollars for 
building post offices, &c. What was its fate in 
the Senate? I propose to trace all three of these 
bills which passed the House, and see what be- 
came of them. The first one was defeated by the 
amendment of the Senate. The next one was 
left on the table of the Senate. I read from the 
Congressional Globe, volume 28, second session 
Thirty-Fifth Congress, page 1643: 

“A message from the House of Representatives an- 
nounced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 893) % 


| making appropriations for the service of the Post Office || 


Department during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1860.” 
That was the second bill the House passed. 
What did the Senate do with that bill? I read | 
from the same page of the Congressional Globe: 
“Mr. Firen, (at half past twelve o’clock.) I believea 
new Post Office appropriation bill has been sent here from 
the House. Am I correct? 
“The Vice Presitpentr. The Senator is correct. 
“Mr. Fircu. tt move that it be laid on the table. 
“The Vice Presipent. By unanimous consent, that 


“Mr. Stuarr. I hope the Senate will not do that; [do 
not consent to it. 
“The Vice Presipent. Then the Secretary will con- 


‘“Mr. Toomss. I move to postpone the prior ordersand | 
take up the new Post Office appropriation bill. 
“Mr. Matiory. There is acase now before the Senate. 
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| 
| 


> 
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“The Vice Presipenr. If desired, the bill will be read 
through. 

“Mr. Stuart. Unless some Senator demands the read- 
ing of the bill through, I presume it is not necessary. 

**Mr. Mason. I ask that the bill may be read for inform- 
ation. 

i The Vice Presipent. The Secretary must read the 
oil. 

* Several Senarors. It is the same as the old bill. 

**Mr. Mason. I want to hear it read. 

‘The Secretary read the bill. 

*“The Vice Presipent. It is moved and seconded that 
the bill do lie on the table. 

‘*Mr. Toombs. No, sir; I objected to the second read- 
ing of it, and, according to our rule, I believe it cannot be 
read twice to-day without unanimous consent. 

“The Vice Prestpent. It cannot be read twice to-day, 


| objection being made. ; 


**Mr. Rep. I move to lay it on the table. 

“Mr. Honrer. It does lie on the table, because its 
second reading is objected to. It cannot come before the 
Senate when the second reading is objected to. 

“Mr. Rem. I withdraw the motion.” 


That was the fate of the second bill 
Well, sir, a third bill was passed by the House; 


|} and now, what was done with that bill? How 
| did it come before the two Houses? I wish it 


borne in mind that three separate bills were passed 


| by the House of Representatives, making all ne- 


cessary appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department; the first on the 26th of Feb- 


| ruary, the second on the 3d of March, and the 





“Mr. Lane. It will nottake a minute to dispose of this 
case. 
‘*Mr. Toomss. I move to postpone the prior orders and | 


been presented. 

“Mr. Lane. Is that motion in order? 

“The Vice Presipent. There was no Senator on the 
floor, but the reading of the report was going on. The mo- 
tion is in order. 

**Mr. Toomns. My purpose is to object to the second 
reading of the bill. IL want to make short business of it. 

“Mr. Fircn. That was my object. 

“Mr. Stuart. I wish to make a remark or two on the 
motion of the Senator from Georgia to postpone the prior 
orders and take up this bill, and [ do not do it for the pur 
pose of detaining the Senate unnecessarily a moment. I 
contesg, although I shall not feel personally interested in it 


manner in which the Senate shall act upon what I think to 
be a very important oceasion. I shal! turn the attention of | 
the Senate to the parliamentary law on the subject, and | 
make only asuggestion ortwo. Imay, perhaps, be indulged 
in saying 

“Mr. King. The Senator willexcuseme. [ ask whether 
the prior orders have been postponed ? 

“Mr. Srvuart. Lamspeaking tothe motion to postpone. 

“The Vice Presipent. The Senator from Michigan 
proposes to offer some remarks on the motion to postpone. 
There has been no interruption of the Senator yet; no 
question has been raised upon him. 

“Mer. Srvart. I shall be very brief. 

“MreToomes. IT hope no irrelevant discussion will be 





allowed. IL object to the Senator going further than dis- |] 


cussing this motion under the strict rules of the Senate. 
‘““Mr. Sruarr. I have no disposition to go any turther 
than that; and whenever the Chair thinks I am out of order, | 
I shall be very happy to hear the suggestion, and to leave | 
the subject. I presume you can hardly find any gentleman 
here who has less interest in it than I have; but I was 





| about to give some reasous why I shall vote for the motion 
| to take up the bill, and I am not going into a discussion of 
| the merits of the bill; but | am going to say what I think 


ouglit to be done with it, if the motion prevails. 

“Mr. Iverson. I make a point of order. It is not in 
order for a Senator to gointo a discussion as to what ought 
to be done with a bill before itis taken up. It is time todo 
that when the bill is taken up. 

“The Vice Presipent. The Chair, in answer to the 


| point of order, will state that, under the instruction of the 
| Senate the other evening, he will decide against debate upon 


the question in regard to the priority of business. 

“Mr. Stuart. LI hope the question will be put on taking 
up the bill. 

“The Vice Prestpent. It is moved and seconded that | 
the prior orders be postponed, with a view to take up the | 
House Post Office appropriation bill. 

* The motion was agreed to. 

“Mr. Stuart. Mr. President 

“The Vice Presipent. Wili the Senator let the bill be 





| read the first time? 


“Mr. Stuart. No,sir. The bill is up before the Senate ? 
“The Vice Presipent. Yes, sir. 
“Mr. Srvarr. Now, I suppose, I shall be entirely in 


| order in submitting what I propose to do. 


“The Vice Prestpent. The bill must be read a first 
time before there can be any discussion upon it. 

“Mr. Sruart. I submit to the Chair that it.need not be 
read at all. 

“The Vice Presipent. Well, the Chair will hear the 
Senator.”’ 

Then, upon page 1645: 

“The Vice Prestpent. The bill will be read through, 
if required. 

“The bill (II. R. No. 893) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department, during the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1860, was read the first time by its 
title. 

“Mr. Toomss. I object to the second reading of the 
bill. 





take up the Post Office appropriation bill which has just 
| 


third at half past ten o’clock, a. m., on the 4th of 


March; all of which were sent to the Senate. I 
have cited the record of the fate of two of them. 
All three, as passed by the House, were substan- 


tially if notexactly the same. The last two con- 


tained no provision that had not been previously 
concurred in by both the Senate and House. But 
what was done with the third bill? The Senate 


| asked for a committee of conference, after we had 


sent to them the second bill, to consult as to the 
powers of the two Houses. That committee was 


granted in this House without a single objection. 


The committee of conference was appointed. And 
here let me reply to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from North Carolina the other day, why we did 


| not allow the first bill to go to a committee of con- 


hereafter, that I have some solicitude in regard to the |} ference ? 


Sir, | had seen, in my experience in this House, 


| enough to believe, thatif such a committee were 
| appointed a majority of its members would be 
| against the wishes of the majority of the House. 
I had, during that Congress, seen a majority of a 
| committee appointed from the minority of the 


House on an important legislative measure. But, 
sir, I would not yield the constitutional prerog- 
ative of this House, in the first place; and, in 
the next place, | would permit no increase in the 
rates of postage to pass with my consent, either 
then or hereafter; and, therefore, I would not per- 
mit the amendment increasing postage to go to 
a committee of conference, where, in the hurly- 


| burly of the last hours of the session, it might be 
| forced through. 


When the committee of conference asked by 
the Senate was granted, without an objection, it 
was composed, as I apprehended it would be on 
the part of the House, of a majority of members 
who voted against my resolution. ‘Two gentle- 
men were put on it representing the minority of 
the House, and one representing the majority. 
That was the way it was constituted. I was put 
on it, it is true, but | was the only one represent- 
ing the views of a majority of the House, while 
the other two represented a minority. And after 
the committee of conference was raised, by the 
unanimous voice of the House, they met and ex- 
changed views with the conferees on the part of 


| the Senate. They decided, unanimously, to report 


| 


| 
| 


just as the gentleman from North Carolina the 
other day said. The following is that report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreement be- 
tween the two Houses on the resolution adopted by them, 
respectively, in relation to the action of the House on the 
Senate’s amendment to the bill (H. R. No. 872) “ making 
appropriations for defraying the expenses of the Post Office 
Department for the year ending the 30th of June, 1869,” 
having met, after full and free conference, have agreed, as 
follows: That while neither House is understood to waive 
any constitutional right which they may respectively con- 
sider to belong to them, it be recommended to the House to 
pass the accompanying bill, and that the Senate concur in 
the same when it shall be sent to them. 

J. LETCHER, 

L. O’B. BRANCH, 

GALUSHA A. GROW, 
Managers on the of the House. 


CHARLES F. TUART, 

J. A. PEARCE, 

SOLOMON FOOT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
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That was what the committee of conference 
agreed to unanimously; the committee being, in 
the aggregate, composed of four Administration 
men and two Republicans, one in the Senate and 
one in the House. That report, thus unanimous, 
was presented to the House, and the bill reported 


ated all the money necessary to carry on the Gov- 
ernment, we have no r sponsibility. They passed 
this House unanimously, and they both died in 


| the Senate of the United States: and I make no 


by them passed the House with the single objec- 


tion of Mr. Mason, of Kentucky, who objected | 


to iton the ground that it contained appropria- | 


tions for post office buildings and court-houses. | 


It went to the Senate at cleven o’clock on the last 


day of the session, and I will read from the Globe | 


to show what was done with it; and thus having 
traced the three bills to their death, Tf will let the 
responsibility fall where the record shows that it 
belongs. 

On the 3d of March, legisiatively, that is, on 
the 4th in the.calendar, an hour before the ad- 
journment, the message was received from the 
ouss of Representatives in the Senate, announc- 


ing the passage of the bill reported by the com- | 


mittee of conference. I read from page 1660 of 


the Congressional’ Globe of the last session, vol- | 


ume 28: 


** A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
ALLEN, its Clerk, at fifteen minutes past eleven o’clock, 
announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 872) making appropria- 
tions for defraying the expenses of the Post Office Depart 
ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1860; and, in 
accordance therewith, he was directed to present to the 
Senate a bill, in which the House of Representatives asked 
the concurrence ofthe Senate. 

“Mr. Stuart. The House has just sent to the Senat 
a communication, with a bill, to make appropriations for 
the Post Office Department, in obedience to the report ot 
the committee which was appointed to confer between the 
two Houses. 
the report which has been made. 

“Mr. Toomss. I object, if it becomes necessary. If it 
is intended only to have it read, I do not object to that. 

** The motion was agreed to. 

“The PResIDING OFFICER. 
Senate. 

“Mr. Toomss. I am not precluded from any objection 
I have a right to make. 

‘“*Mr. Doucias. Does a single objection now defeat the 
bill ? 

“The PrResipinGc Orricer. 


The bill is now before the 


The Chair will withdraw 


his decision, and leave it to the Senate to determine whether | 


they shall proceed to the consideration of the bill or not, or 
whether Senators can object to it. 

‘““Mr. Toomss. I stated that I made the objection. I 
did not wish by that to prevent its being read for informa- 
tion. L intended to get rid of the bill it I could by an ob- 
jection to it. 

“The PresipinG Orricer. The Chair will state to the 
Senator that it is in order to receive the report of the com- 
mittee, and to have it read. 

‘““Mr. Toomss. I did not wish to obstruct business ; but 
I did not intend to lose any right I had to object to it; and, 
therefore, it was taken up merely for the purpose of being 
read without prejudice. [have nothing to say until I hear 
from the committee. : 

“Mr. Stuart. If the Senator from Georgia will allow 
me, the committee of conference, by the rules, havea right 


to report at any time; but that does not affect any right the | 


Senator may have in respect to the bill. 
_ “Mr. Toomns. That is what [supposed ; but [ wanted, 
from abundant caution, that it should be understood.’’ 


And Mr. Toonss was discussing the bill when 
the hour of twelve arrived, when the official re- 
port of debates closes as follows: 

‘©The Vice Presipent. The Senator from Georgia will 


pause. The hour having arrived for-the expiration of this 
Congress, I declare the Senate adjourned sine die.”’ 


Such, sir, is the history of the three bills mak- 
ing the necessary appropriations for the support 
of the postal service for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1860. One received its deathin this House 
because it would not consent to allow the Senate 
to invade its constitutional prerogative, and we 
take all the res paettility—dhose who coéperate 
with me—for that defeat; and, following the ex- 
ample of the gentleman from North Carolina, in 
the presence of the House, of these mail contract- 


ors, and of the coufitry, we say that we are ready || 


to take that responsibility as often as the occasion 
arises; for, while we hold seats here, we will not 
permit a plain provision of the Constitution to be 
violated, either by a coérdinate department of the 
Government, or by a private citizen of the Re- 
public; and if the ‘eal 

sand in number, to whom the Government already 
owes a debt of some five million dollars, are 
never paid until we consent that the constitutional 
privileges of the Representatives ofthe people and 
the prerogatives of this House are to be violated 
by any coérdinate department of the Government, 
then they will never be paid. We are responsi- 
ble for defeating the bill increasing the rates of 
postage. On the other two bills, which appropri- 


I move to take up that bill, and to act upon | 








charges of who is responsible for their defeat. 
The reeord shows that. 
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Mr PRYOR obtained the floor: but yielded to 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 


one of the twenty-nine Deraocrats who voted for 


Mr. Clerk, I was 


the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylve- | 


nia, [Mr. Grow,] and deem it proper that a word 


should be said by way of explanation and reply. 
I am of the Horatian school of philosophy, and | 
I par} 


adopt the nil admirari in all its extent, especially | 
in politics; but I do admire the cool assurance of | 


agentleman who, thoroughly and wholly respons- 
ible, so far as this House is 
ever of misfortune and embarrassment has befallen 
the seven thousand mail contractors to whom he 
has just alluded, can yet rise and seck to place 
that responsibility anywhere else than just where 
it belongs. 
Congress, because I doubted whether the Senate 
had the constitutional power to attach such an 
amendment as they did attach to the Post Office 
bill sent from this House, and thought that, 
wherever there was a real doubt as to constitu- 


tional power, it ought, as a general rule, to be re- | 


solved against the power. I would have much 


concerned, for what- | 


I voted for his resolution, in the last | 


preferred, indeed, to have voted against the amend- | 


ment directly; but I saw plainly that the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman [Mr. Grow] returning the 
bill to the Senate, would pass, and that if I voted 
against it, and thus failed to indicate my opposi- 
tion to the increase of postage, (for I am opposed 
to it,) and my doubt of the constitutionality of the 
Senate amendment, I might be placed in a false 
position upon the record. I take, then, my share 


| of the responsibility ; and should so vote again pre- | 
cisely under similar circumstances; but I tell the | 


gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Grow,] and 
I tell the country, that I would scorn myself if, 
being thus responsible in part for whatsoever of 


disaster, embarrassment, or bankruptcy may have | 


fallen upon that large class of contractors, I could 


| rise here in this House, in presence of my fellow- 


members, and before the country, and, seeking to | 
place that responsibility where it does not belong, | 


° S . . i 
pour out the sighs and tears of insincerity over |; 


the sufferings of those whom I may have wronged. 


And, sir, when the gentleman makes assaults of 


this character, he ought to remember that he is | 


the man above all others to whom this embarrass- 
ment, disaster, and bankruptcy must be ascribed; 
and, responsible as he is, propriety and decorum 


| should have imposed silence upon him; or, if not 
| silent, certainly, at least, he should have spoken 


in atone and temper very different from that in | 


which his remarks were delivered. 

Sir, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the other 
day, with a rudeness and indecorum which [ trust 
will figd no imitators on any side of this House, 


retailed to us the stale old jt st, thatthe New York 


Herald had furnished the brains for this side of 
the Chamber, in this discussion. Very well. How 
easy would it be to retort that the New York 


Tribune had furnished both brains and decency | 


to that side of the House, and in very small, in- | 


finitessimal quantities at that; and moreover, that 
it is very doubtful whether the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has received a full share in the dis- 
tribution. [Laughterand applause.) But I for- 
bear. 

I desire, then, that the responsibility shall rest 
where it belongs. I shall take my part of it wil- 
lingly and freely, having stated the reasons for my 
vote in favor of the resolution. I want the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to bear his part of the bur- 
den; [bearmine. I want the distinguished Senator 


| from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] and the Senate, to 
| bear their portion. 
| matter, the language, 


Let us have no more of the 
or the manner, in which 


| this subject has been discussed. 


contractors, seven thou- || 


Mr. PRYOR. Mr. Clerk, the member from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Grow] charges the Democ- 


| racy with the responsibility of the non-organiza- 


| blame, it is unwarrantable; 


tion of Congress. In so far as the charge imputes 


in so far as it implies 


| praise, itis perfectly true. Ifthe gentleman means | 


to assert that the Democracy are r 


sponsible for | 


the non-organization of the House on constitu- | 


tional principles, and in the interest of the consti- 


tutional party, he affirms what the record distinctly | 
a oe 


contradicts; for to that end we have exerted our 





281 
SS 
best abilities—unsuccessfully, however, for want 
of sufficient strength. If the gentleman intends to 
assert that the Democracy are responsible for the 
non-organization of the House, by the election of 
a sectional Speaker, and the ascendency of ® sec 
tional party, we readily and cordially admit the 
truth of the declaration. Nay, we boast the fact, 
and claima monopoly in the clory of the achiev 
ment. Let it go to the country, then, on the 
deliberate asseveration of a Black Republican Rep 
resentative, that the Democracy have so far pre- 
vented the success of the anti-slavery party, ina 
capital object of their nefarious enterprise, Let it 
go to the country, that, sooner than expose the 
Republic to the shame and calamity of installing 
a Black Republican Representative in a chief offies 
of the Government, we, the Democracy, albeit of 
small consequence on the score of numbers, did 
yet oppose an immovable barrier in the path of 
his promotion; and that, at last, when, despite our 


most obstinate resistance, the wrone was consum 


mated, if it shall be consummated, we emerged 
from the struggle with honor untarnished and 
courage unsubdued. This be our praise; and th 


intended reproach of the member from Pennsy! 
vania the country will distinguish as our highest 
title to applause. So believing, I beg to 
the honorable member.that we are ved to per 
sist In our course; and that when his nomine: 
assumes that chair, he willtake it against the unan 
imous protest of the Democracy of this Tou 
Noclamor of destitute contractors, in peril of pro 
test, will avail to shake us in the streneth of our 
purpose; for, greater than any individual wrong, 
ereater than ~ private calamity, do we regard 
the wrong and the calamity of aiding Black Ri 
publicanism a single step in the consummation of 
its mischievous schemes. 

In support of the general imputation of blame 
on the Democracy for the non-organization of 
Congress, the member from Pennsylvania brings 
forward the particular statement that we are re 
sponsible for the introduction of the slavery issu 
in this controversy. The untruth of the allegs 
tion is manifest through the vail of sophistical 
reasoning employed to conceal it. In the sen 
that he raises a Wanton and indecent clamor who 
cries fire when he detects the torch of the incen 
diary; in the sense that he is guilty of a breach of 
the peace who repels the assault of a robber—in 
that sense, and in that sense only, are we respons 
ible for the agitation of the slavery issue in this 
debate. The nomination of Swerman for the 
Speakership was, in itself, a proclamation of war, 
and gave the signal of hostilities. In presenting 
a man, who, besides his general concurrence in 
the schemes of the anti-slavery party, is obnox 

ious to the special objection of complicity in a 
most mischievous and treasonable publication; a 
man who has indorsed a proposition to treat th: 
slavcholders as Pariahs, is to deny them the 
courtesies of social intercourse, and the emenitics 
of human fellow ship—the nomination of such a 
man, I say, to preside over the deliberations of 
this House, and to determine its legislation, wa 
the provocative cause of the discussion which thi 
member and his associates now pretend to di 
plore. They apply the spark, and then affect 
| astonishment at the explosion. It is away they 
have, not to recognize the relation between cause 
and effect, and, while busy in putting agencies 
into operation, to disclaim responsibility for the 
ioalea’ result. Soafter sowing the country broad 
cast with their dragons’-teeth publications of vio 
lence and sedition, they are amazed ut the irrup 
tion of armed men into Harper’s Ferry. The 
country willas readily determine who are respons- 
ible for the introduction of the slavery issue in 
this controversy as who are re sponsible for the 
obstruction to the organization of the House. if 
you do not desire the agitation of the slavery 
question, why did you nominate a man who: 
mere candidacy is an affront to southern feeling 
and achallenge to southern resistance? If you 
did not intend to oppose an impediment to t 
organization of Congress, why attempt to sad 
us with a Speaker, whose election we are bound 


aesure 


} 
resol 


he 
' 


in honor to oppose by all expedicnts, and to the 
last extremity ’ 

But the member from Pennsylvania is disgusted 
with the clamor over the Helps r public ution. Very 
likely. What 


* Thief e’er felt the halter draw, 
With good opinion of the law 
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Detected in a clandestine scheme of attack on the 
sanctity of the Constitution and the peace of the 
Republic, the member very naturally seeks to 
shrink from the shame of exposure, and to hush 
the voice of popular indignation. It is a vain 
attempt. Ican assure him he has not heard the 
lastof his connection with the Helper conspiracy. 
We intend to blazon it until the public are familiar 
with the infamy. We intend to repeat the story 
until the country resounds with denunciation of 
the treason. 

Above all, the member from Pennsylvania is 
indignant at the introduction of the slavery agi- 
tation into this Hall. And this profession comes 
from a party whose only impulse is an instinct 
of sectional animosity ; whose only object is the 
tbolition of slavery; whose only employment is 
the exasperation of incendiary issues. This, from 
» Representative who owes his own importance 
less to superior intellect and energy of character 
than to a truculent hatred of the South, its peo- 
ple, and its institutions; this is the party and this 
the person who deprecate the renewal of the sla- 
very agitation. 
brazen front of hypocrisy. 

Mr. Clerk, the declarations of the member from 
Pennsylvaniaare ofa piece with the uniform policy 
of his party, and with the conduct of its repre- 
sentatives since the commencement of this strug- 
gle. Suir, itis not the policy of the anti-slavery 
party to provoke the South beyond endurance. 


‘Their stratery consists of tentative approaches 


and gradual exhaustion. They do not intend to 
flush the game too soon—to overrun the prey—to 
hazard the success of their enterprise through the 
indisecreetimpetuosity of itsadvocates. Consistent 
only in the inexorable pursuit of their object, they 
are unscrupulous in the employmentof means, and 
pliable under the pressure of circumstances. At 
times, haughty in their port and direct in their at- 


tacks, they are again humble in their accents and | 


oblique in their operations. 


It is an especially | 


noteworthy circumstance, that whenevertheSouth | 
betrays symptoms of resentment under aggres- || 
sion, and a perception of their purpose, this anti- | 
slavery party have recourse to moderate counsels | 


and protestations of innocent iatention. Recent 


acts of encroachment and insult having enraged | 


the South to the point of armed resistance, the 
Black Republican party are quick to renounce their 


violent policy, and to affect the most pacific pur- | 


Witness their call for a national conven- 
tion—an epitome of patriotism, a compendium of 


conservative principles! So they assume 


poses. 


“The livery of heaven to serve the devil in! ”’ 
I say, moreover, Mr. Clerk, that the horror of 
slavery agitation, affected by the honorable mem- 
ber from Pennsylvania, 1s in keeping with the 


conduct of hisassociates of the Black Republican | 
party since the beginning of this controversy. To | 


my ming, that conduct has not been sufficiently 
remarked upon and signalized to the country. 

Sir, we are all familiar with the principles of the 
Black Republican party. That it proposes the 
eventual extinction of slavery; thatits immediate 
object is to usurp possession of the Federal Govern- 
ment, with the view of employing its power and 
patronage for the restriction and disparagement of 
slavery; that it disputes the validity of the fugitive 
slave law, nullifies its effect, and agitates for its 
repeal—that these are the principles and purposes 
of the Black Republican party, we had thought 
was a fact of historical record and universal noto- 
riety. Nevertheless, what do we see here? Under 
the pressure of pertinent and persistent inquisition, 
and in pursuance of the policy I have already dis- 
tinguished, the Representatives of the Black Re- 


publican party on this floor, have not hesitated to | 


affect an air of fidelity to the Constitution and 
cons¢rvative regard forthe Union. They have an 
object to accomplish in the election of Speaker,with 
a view to the eventual realization of their ultimate 
a‘m. But success is difficult and doubtful in the 
present temper of the popular mind. They have 
een pushing their encroachments with too great 
ardor of aggression. At last, the South feels the 
sting of attack and insult in her bosom; her in- 
dignation is aroused, and her energies collecting 
for immediate and effectual resistance. The fla- 
grancy of recent outrage, moreover, has shocked 
the sensibilities of no inconsiderable proportion 
of the nerthern people, and there is Rngis lest 
these gentlemen will be dragged from their places 
¢ 
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by the recoil of public sentiment among their own 
constituents. ‘The exigencies of the occasion de- 
mand a new phase in the Protean’ policy of the | 
Black Republican party; and a signal change we 
witness. The Representatives of that party here, 
renounce all their principles, repudiate all their 
pledges, disclaim all their objects, disavow all their 
connections, and appear on the stage of public 
affairs in a decent disguise of respectable patriot- 
ism. Nay,they even deny responsibility for their 
own sign-manual, and profess to repudiate prin- 
ciples in the propagation of which they were con- 
spicuously active and energetic. If their recanta- 
uons were sincere we would congratulate them on 
their conversion. But who gives them credit for 
candor? Their motive is as transparent as their 
conduct is detestable. The mailed hand is gloved 





| for the moment, and we feel the pressure of a fra- 


But, there is no blush on the || 


ternal salutation. The beast sheathes his claws, 
and we are fondled with an affectionate and in- 
nocuous caress. So when Satan contrived the 
depravation and destruction of mankind, he put 
off the panoply of his infernal state, and assumed 
the mean and lowly shape of the meanest and 


_lowestreptile. SowhenJohn Brown was plotting 


murder and treason at Harper’s Ferry, he appeared 
in the innocent guise of scientific research: 

** When the devil was sick, the devil a saint would be ; 

When the devil got well, the devil a saint was he.” 

The victory won, and these Black Republican 
Representatives—they have given us assurance 
of the fact through the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Stanton] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


| (Mr. Grow]—will reassume their haughty airs, 
| reaffirm their discarded pledges, and renew the 


work of encroachment and agitation. I tell the 
gentlemen we on this side of the House, and our 


| constituents at home, understand the game in 


which they are engaged. I tell them we appre- 
ciate, for what they are worth, all their Pecksnif- 
fian proprieties and Joseph Surface sentimentali- 
ties. We perfectly comprehend how itis and wh 

it is they put forward the gentleman from Ohio to 
represent them as innocent in intention and inof- 
fensive in action; how it,is and why it is that—as 
he imputes to them conservative sentiments, de- 
nying even that they would invalidate the fugitive 
slave law, or molest the South in any of its nghts 


| —the Black Republican Representatives sit by in 


silent acquiescence; albeit, among them is the 
member from New Hampshire, [Mr. Sareea 
who justifies the assassination of officers engage 
in the recovery of fugitives from labor; and the 
member from Indiana, [Mr. mmeeee who main- 
tains that a native negro is worthier the rights of 
citizenship than a white man of foreign birth; and 
the member from Massachusetts, [Mr. Buruin- 
GAME,] Whois so radical, revolutionary, and rhap- 
sodical as to clamor for an ‘ anti-slavery Consti- 
tution, an anti-slavery Bible, and an anti-slavery 
God.”’ 

Mr. KILGORE. 
me for a moment? 

Mr. PRYOR. I may as well define my posi- 
tion here, in respect of interruption. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does the gentleman refer to 
meas the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. PRYOR. I did, indeed. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then the gentleman is en- 
tirely mistaken. He is no doubt misled by a 
garbled extract from a speech of mine in the con- 
stitutional convention. I know the gentleman 
would not intentionally misrepresent me. 

Mr. PRYOR. Certainly not. 

Mr. KILGORE. By reference to the correct 
report of that speech the gentleman will see that 
he does me great injustice in making that state- 
ment. 

Mr. PRYOR. I am glad to hear the recanta- 
tion, or rather the explanation of the honorable 
member from Indiana. I, of course, must be 
mistaken. The gentleman knows what he said, 
although I discover that I do notalways remember 
what I have written in my day and generation. 
But the fact is, that a swetkinlaeensd gentleman, 
conversant with the honorable getleman’s past 
career, did bring me a book which showed that the 
gentleman from Indiana did propound the very 
doctrine which I have designated. However, the 
gentleman now stands corrected. Then he docs 
not think that the native negro is worthy of the 
rights of citizenship? 

Mr. KILGORE. In that very speech to which 
the gentleman refers, I said that I wished it to be 


Will the gentleman yield to 
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| distinctly understood that I was not in favor of 
| extending the right of suffrage to the negroes; 
but that [ would extend it to every foreigner whe 
was here the required length of time. Permit me 
to say to the gentleman that a proposition was 
submitted to that convention, to extend, by con- 
stitutional provision, the right of suffrage to the 
negroes. ‘That proposition was voted for by but 
a single man, and he a Democrat. 

Mr. PRYOR. lam glad to hear it. That, how- 
ever, does not affect the line of my argument at 
all; and I repeat, that I desire Representatives on 
the other side of the House to be persuaded that 
we here, and our constituents at home, perfectly 
understand their policy and ultimate purposes. 

Mr. ENGLISH. se unwilling that the re- 
mark made by my honorable colleague should go 
out without some correction. The gentleman to 
whom he refers as being a Democrat was not, 
according to my estimation, a Democrat, but has 
always been recognized in Indiana as an Aboli- 
tionist. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask my colleague if that 
gentleman was not elected as a Democrat? 

Mr. ENGLISH. That is not my recollection. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is mine, distinctly. 

Mr. ENGLISH. He has always been an Abo- 
litionist, and he belongs to the Republican party. 
[Cries of ‘* Name!’’] His name is May. 

Mr. KILGORE. I am informed by my col- 
league (Mr. Co.rax] that that gentleman was the 
regular nominee of a Democratic. convention. 

Mr. COLFAX. He told me so himself. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I ask whether that gentle- 
man has ever been heard of in politics since? 

Mr. KILGORE. That makes no difference. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Never, sir. 

Mr. PRYOR. These interruptions on imma- 
terial points are rather embarrassing: so I will 
goon. Let me repeat, however, with emphasis, 
to the Representatives on the other side, that we 
of the South understand the developments here. 
We understand their policy. All this is obvious 
enough. It is the artifice of ambition, working 
with the resources of hypocrisy. I repeat to the 


Ss sss 


|| representatives of the anti-slavery party on this 


floor, that the people of the South will not be de- 
ceived by this sham demonstration, nor be dis- 
armed at the suggestion of a treacherous friend- 
| ship. They are resolved to be prepared henceforth 
and forever. 
But, Mr. Clerk, despite the studied silence and 
| artful concealment of the Black Republican Rep- 
resentatives, we have an occasional revelation of 
theirsuppressed feeling and hidden purpose. After 
all theirelaborate artifice ofdisguise, now and then 
we get a distinct glimpse of the ** cloven foot.’’ It 
is impossible, by any stringency of party drill, 
to impose a padlock on the mouth of some among 
their numbers. 

And here, permit me to make my acknowledg- 
ments to the honorable member from Pennsylva- 
nia, (Mr. Hicxman,] for the speech which he 
delivered severaldaysago. Its Searimse I abom- 
inate; butitscandorI mustapplaud. By contrast 
with the truckling and shuffling, the timidity and 
time-serving, the prevarication and dissimulation 
which have characterized the conduct of the Black 
Republican Representatives, the outspoken candor 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is indeed an 
admirableexhibition. Itisarefreshing spectacle; 
it restores one’s confidence in the virtue of mankind 
—lI use the word in its original sense—to hear a 
man who has the pluck and the purpose to open 
his mouth and speak the thoughts of his mind. 
Further I cannot go in compliment of the honor- 
able member’s speech—I waive qll consideration 
of its conceded ability—for a speech of more vin- 

| dictive spirit and untenable doctrine, was never 
| delivered in the American Congress. 

Sir, the honorable member has accomplished 
the work from which the great abilities of Edmund 
Burke recoiled in impotent endeavor. He has 
drawn up an indictment against a ‘‘ whole peo- 
ple;’’ an indictment, too, bristling at every point 
with counts and criminations. He has exhibited 
articles of impeachment against the entire South. 
He has arraigned the South upon the most hein- 
ous accusation. He charged us explicitly and sol- 
emnly, on his responsibility as a Representative, 
with the violation of all compacts, compromises, and 
covenants. He stigmatizes us as a perfidious race, 
as a people of Punic faith, as a community with- 
out the fidelity to engagements which constitutes 
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the tie of all social confederacy. Nay, to impart 
sting and poignancy,to the accusation, he coupled | 
it with the aggravating imputation of ingratitude. 
Yes, sir, he asserted distinctly that all these cov- 
enants, which we are charged with breaking, were 
made for our benefit; not perceiving the limp in 
his logic, the contradiction in the statement, that 
we had violated engagements which operate to our 
advantage. Perhaps, sir, he intended to imoly | 
that the people of the South are fools qs well as 
knaves; otherwise, I cannot see how he expects 
credit for the assertion that they themselves have | 
loosened the bond of covenants which were all for | 
their own benefit. Nor is that all. ‘There is this | 
additional and incomprehensible absurdity in the | 
gentleman’s argument: he represents the North | 
as complaining of the infraction of engagements | 
which operated to its disadvantage and disparage- | 
ment. tt will puzzle the gentleman’s ingenulty | 
to explain why the South should be faithless to 
favorable compacts, and why the North should | 
urge aS a grievance that they are relieved from 
onerous restrictions. ‘This is one of the dilemmas 
into which malignity is so apt to betray its vic- 
tims. 

But, sir, I contest the gentleman’s argument in 
both of its propositions. I deny that all the com- 
pacts and compromises of the Constitution are for | 
the benefit of the Sotth; and I deny that she is || 
guilty of any, the least, violation of her cove- | 
nants. 

In the first place, it is not true that the South | 
realized any enlargement of right by the so-cailed 
compromises of the Constitution. It is not true 
generally, for the reason that when the States of | 
the South assented to the Constitution and entered | 
the Confederacy, they were independent nation- | 
alities, and as such were invested with all the | 
rights of sovereignty. Their power was com- | 
plete, and any modification of that power oper- || 
ated as a restriction and derogation. The only || 
acquisition of right and power which they could 
have gained, arose out of the relations which they 
contracted with other members of the Confeder- || 
acy. What.that acquisition was will be exhib- 
ited in the sequel, 

Again, sir, it is equally untrue in fact as false 
in philosophy, that the States of the South are 
exclusively the beneficiaries of the compacts of | 
the Constitution. - Examine those compromises 
as they are enumerated by the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania. || 

First, is the partial representation of our slave | 
population. Evidently ag is a concession of | 
right and a deduction of power on the part of the | 
South. The States of the South, before entering | 
the Confederacy, had a right to insist that their 
weight in the popular branch of the Federal Con- | 
gress should be proportioned to their entire negro 
population; instead of which, they agreed to sub- | 
tract two fifths from this basis of representation. 
Here was a clear and important concession from || 
the South, at the instance and for the advantage 
of the North. If they had demanded the enumera- 
tion of all their slaves in the ratio of representa- | 
tion, as they had a right to do, their strength on 
this floor to-day would be increased by the addi- || 
tion of sixteen members, and we would not be 
embarrassed now by the possibility of a Black | 
Republican Speaker. 

So, sir, with the slave trade, which the South || 
had a right to perpetuate, but to the suppression 
of which, after a given period, she consented, in || 
the interest of the Confederacy. This, too, was || 
a signal concession by the South. 

The gentleman adduces, and properly, too, the | 
constitutional stipulation for the rendition of || 
fugitive slaves as an advantage which the South || 
gains in the Confederacy. It is true, sir, if the | 
southern States maintained their original independ- 
ence, they would have no right to reclaim their | 
slaves from the jurisdiction of foreign Powers. 
But, sir, apart from the nullity of this provision, | 
consider by whataconcession the South purchased || 
the poor equivalent. By resigning the privilege | 
of levying tonnage and impost duties, and trans- || 
ferring to the Federal Government all control over | 
the foreign and inter-State commerce of the Con- 
federacy, they placed their trade at the mercy of*| 
antagonist interests in the North; and most efiect- || 
ually have the North availed themselves of the | 
power for the aggrandizement of their manufac- || 
turing and commercial interests, at the expense of | 
the producing interests of the South. They have 


1] don. 


plucked us with merciless and insatiable exac- | 


tions. 

Thus, sir, it appears that in all the instances 
enumerated by the honorable member from Penn- 
sylvania, the South, in effect, has lost rather than 
gained by the compromises of the Constitution. 

I come, now, to the other proposition of the 
gentleman’s argument; to the burden of his in- 
dictment; to the point of his invective against 
the South; to the declaration that the South has 
been faithless to ‘‘all compacts, compromises, 
and covenants.’” Among the compromises of the 
Constitution, which one has the South violated? 
The honorable gentleman did not allege that we 


had broken any except the engagement for the | 


suppression of the slave trade. Is this a just 
accusation? I confidently affirm it is not. Ex- 
ceptional instances of lawlessness do not impugn 
the character of a community. As a body, the 
people of the South are in no way concerned inthe 
violation of thelaw against the slave trade. They 


| are not more guilty of the crime than the people 
|| of the North. 


In fact, and notoriously, it is in 


northern ships, by northern men, and for the ag- | 


grandizement of northern eapital, that the slave 


trade is prosecuted in defiance of legal prohibition. | 


These assertions I defy the gentleman to contra- 
dict. 
Well, sir, how stands the South in respect of 


that other class of compromises—I mean the com- | 
promises of legislation? Here let me protest that 


I have no reverence for this sort of compromise. 
[ cannot comprehend the meaning of a legisla- 
tive compact. j 
No one enactment of the Federal Legislature has 
more sanctity and stability than another. All 
laws rest upon their approved policy; and they 
are liable to repeal the moment their operation 
becomes mischievous. [tis ausurpation of power, 
and an act of folly, for one Congress to ee 
to protect its legislation from amendment by a 


| succeeding Congress. 


Still, I will follow the gentleman, step by step, 
in his indictment. 
after specification, and exhibit, beyond question, 


| that the South is innocent of any infraction even | 


It is an idea that eludes analysis. | 
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instances wherein the South, with the loyalty and 
chivalric regard for honor, which, if not peculiar 
to her, is certainly characteristic of her, did pro- 
pose to insist upon the prolongation and perpet- 
uation of the Missouri line of 36° 30’. What did 
the North, this very party now clamorous for the 
Missouri compromise ? They, upon those three 
several occasions, did infract it, did violate it, did 
refuse to perpetuate it. Afterward, the South, 
finding that these gentlemen of irreproachable 
and immaculate honor « mployed that compromise 
merely for their own aggrandizement and our 
oppression, finding that when it was to their 
advantage they adhered to it, and when to their 
disadvantage they nullified it; the South, I say, 
finding these things, and considering, meanwhile, 
that the compromise was unconstitutional—un- 
constitutional in that it proposed an arbitrary 
exclusion against the States of the South—then 
declared that inasmuch as the North will not keep 
their faith, as they will not observe the compaet, 
the Government should revert to the principles of 
the Constitution. 

With a singular and unaccountable inaptitude, 
the honorable gentleman‘adduces the tariff com 
promise of 1832 as another instance of bad faith 
on the part of the South. This statement, sir, is 
the exact reversé of historical truth. The com 
promise of 1832, with a view to appeasing the dis- 
content of the South under an intolerable burden 
of iniquitous taxation—a discontent particularly 
developed in the gallant Palmetto State—-stipu 





|| lated that the duties should undergo a gradual r 


of these legislative compromises. More than that; | 


| I will retaliate the charge. I will make the North 


plead to an indictment, and will prove that it is 
the anti-slavery party which has violated ‘‘all com- 
pacts, compromises, and covenants,”’ 

The honorable member accuses the South of 
an infraction of the Missouri compromise. The 


facts show that the South adhered to it, but the | 


North repudiated it. He declared,explicitly and 
emphatically, that the South had infracted and 
violated the Missouri compromise. Sir, I hurl 


back the accusation, and tell him that it was not | 


the South, but the North, the North entirely and 


exclusively, with his aid and his approbation, | 


| that violated this legislative compromise of 1820. 


Mr. HICKMAN. I do not wish to interrupt 
take into which he has fallen. 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise was passed 
with my sanction and consent. 

Mr. PRYOR. Notatall. I willcome to that 
point. If the honorable gentleman will let me 


duction until they reached a revenue level, where 
they should remain. Nevertheless, this process 
of amelioration was arrested, and, instead, a most 


| erievous and outrageous weight of taxation im- 
| posed upon the South at the very moment when 
| she was promised relief from the oppression—im- 


ne, 
I will take up specification || 


| sation. 


yosed in the enactment of the bill of abominations 
i the very North which now complains of bad 
faith—imposed for the advantage of the very 
Pennsylvania which the gentleman partially rep 
resents. This is another instance of southern 
perfidy ! 

[ am conscious of treading on delicate ground 
in reverting to the compromise of 1850; but here, 
too, I affirm, the gentleman urges an unjust accu- 
The truth is, that, objectionable in many 
featuresas that measure was to the South,the South 
yet adhered to its principle, and pean to In- 
corporate it in the Kansas-Nebraska bill of 1854. 
This suggestion the North resisted; but the South 
was firm, and, aided by a number of faithful north- 
ern Democrats, succeeded in securing an explicit 
recognition and reaffirmation of the 
policy of the compromise of 1850. T 
example of southern perfidy ! 

1 come now to the Kansas compromise of 1854, 
asthe honorable gentleman describes it,a reference 


yrinciple and 
lis is another 





| which I feel to be delicate and embarrassing. In 


|| respect of this measure I give my opinion that 
the gentleman further than to correct a slight mis- | 
He supposes that | 


neither the northern or southern Democracy are 
guilty of an intentional violation of engagement. 
The truth is, that the Kansas-Nebraska bill was 


| susceptible of a various reading. Obvious enough 


develop my idea, he will find that l am not far || 


out after all. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
I will say this, in order to put that matter 
at rest: L was opposed to the repeal of the Mis- 
souri line, and to the legislation of 1854. Ihave 
stated upon this floor, on more than one occasion, 
that if I had been a member of this body at the 
time of the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska act, 
I would have voted against it, as I foresaw that 
it would be pregnant of mischief. 


on its face, like a palimpsest, it contained matter 
of grave import beneath the surface. We of the 
South said the principle of the bill was, that the 
people of a Territory might determine the ques- 


| tion of slavery in the exercise of State sovereignt Ys 


and in the act of organizing a State government. 
Others maintain that the principle of the bill ree- 
ognized the right of the pe ople, by an act of terri- 
torial legislation, to determine the question of sla- 


\| very. Itisapalpable,important, and, lapprehend, 
| irreparable, difference ef construction. However, 


Mr. PRYOR. I say, sir, notwithstanding, that | 


it was the gentleman’s constituents, that it was 


| the anti-slavery party of the North, the party 
| outside of the Democracy, who violated this com- 


promise of 1820, which is now so sacred in the 
contemplation of the honorable member and his 
associates. How did they violate it? Why, sir, 
the South, with that punic faith which is char- 
acteristic of them, insisted, after the compromise 
of 1820 was enacted, that it should be extended 
and perpetuated. We so insisted in the case of 
Oregon, in the case of the organization of govern- 
ments for the Territory acquired from Mexico, 
and in the case of the adjustment of the disputed 
boundary between Texasand New Mexico—three 


since, for our interpretation, we have the author- 
ity of the highest judicial tribunal, there is reason 
to hope it may eventually prevail. But, be that 


| as it may, I protest against the assumption that 


| any Democrat can assist in the suici 
| In all political organizations there must be 


an opinion on territorial power shall be made a test 
of political fidelity. I can understand how the 
enemies of the Democracy may employ and ag- 
gravate the issue as a wedge to rend asunder the 
unity-of our party; but I cannotcomprehend how 

dal operation. 
some 
open questions. It is impossible to enforce an 
exact conformity of opinion upon every subjcet of 
speculation. The policy of the Democratic party 
has been to tolerate a difference of opinion in this 


| matter of territorial power. 


The appointment of General Cass, the recog- 
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nized author of the squatter-sovereignty dogma, 
to the chief place in the present Democratic Ad- 
ministration, provoked no complaint or remon- 
strance from the Democracy of the South. I am 
for adhering to this judicious policy—this ** sal- 
utary neglect.’’ I persist in my own opinion; I 
will battle for its recognition by the Government; 








|| the Confederacy ; nevertheless, the majority party 


iny friends, my party, and my country, to the idol 


of my peculiar speculations. 


In the story of the | 


last siege and capitulation of Constantinople, there | 


are many mortifying illustrations of human de- 
pravity; but no circumstance of that frightful 
episode so shocks the sensibilities and abases our 
pride as the bertinacious altercations of the degen- 


erate Greeks, over frivolous issues, in the very | 


agony of the struggle, and while the barbarian 
hosts were thundering at the gates of the city. It 


was the infatuation of a race smitten with the ven- | 


geance of Heaven. But one national party inter- 
poses between the Capitol and the triumph of sec- 
tional encroachment;. and shall the Democracy, 
in presence of the enemy, and with such mighty 
issues In suspense, paralyze their strength by furi- 
ous contests over inferfor and irrelevant issues ? 
If they do, then will expire the last hope of the 
Union. 

No, sir; however I differ from the Democracy 
of the North on this or thatdogma, I have for them 
no word of taunt or reproach; but many words of 
tolerance and fraternal friendship, rather. When I 
recount their pastexploits; when | recall the many 
signal instances of their valor and devotion; when 
} see them bravely bear up against the pressure 
of adverse influences, and emerge unscathed from 
the fiery furnace of fanatical persecution, or fall 


heroically, a Spartan band in the Thermopyle of 


the Union, swept down by the assaults of resist- 
less numbers; when I witness their fidelity on 
this floor, and in this struggle; when, in my own 
feeble endeavors to uphold the rights of the South 
and the supremacy of the Constitution, I feel the 
support of their generous arms, and am cheered by 
the sound of their fraternal voice; when I recall 
and observe these things, and sull hear the De- 
mocracy of the North reproached by Represent- 


atives from the South, | am impelled to exclaim, | 


with the indignant Roman: 


** Be gone: 
Run to your houses; fall upon your knees 5 
Pray to the gods to intermit the plague 
‘That needs must fall on this ingratitude.”’ 


So, Mr. Clerk, the South is acquitted, trium- | 


phantly acquitted, of the grievous charge pre- 
ferred by the member from Pennsylvania. She 
has not violated her engagements. She has been 
loyal to her word. She has redeemed to the full 
every obligation she assumed by adhesion to the 
Confederacy. 

But, sir, how stands the North in this respect? 
Have the party in whose name the gentleman 
speaks, exhibited that scrupulous good faith im- 
vied mn his pretension to arraign other people? 
say they have not. I repeat his own words, 
with a retaliatory application, and charge the 
dominant party in the North with a persistent 
violation of allfaith, ‘‘all compacts, compromises, 
and covenauts.’’? Thisis no lieht accusation, ut- 
tered from an impulse of splenetic humor. It is 
a grave indictment, for the proof of which I have 
the unimpeachable testimony of history. We 
have already seen that it was the North which 
violated the legislative compromises of 1820, 1832, 
and 1850. So, but in a still more conspicuous 
manner, has the North repudiated and trampled 
upon thre sacred compromises of the Constitution. 

It was an implie 
tution that the South should be guarantied the 


compromise of the Consti- | 


rights which she enjoyed at the time of joining | 
the Confederacy. Nevertheless we have seen the | 


North availing itself of its superior numbers to 


extort from the South a surrender of the slave | 


trade in the District of Columbia. 
it was an implied compact of the Constitution 


that the people of the South should possess the | 
peace and privilege of fellow-citizenship with | 


their confederates in the Union; nevertheless, they 


are harassed by every species of obloquy and per- | 


secution from those who had éngaged to accord 
them every sympathy and succor. 


It was an implied compact of the Constitution | 


—the compact indeed which is the vital principle 
of the Constitution—that the States of the South 
should enjoy equal rights and an equal dignity in 


| party to compel the repeal of the statute; to their 
open nullification of the law in eleven of the north- | 


| sequence of the nullity of the law for the rendition | 


| in the North and-on this floor proclaim their pur- 


pose to deny the South any participation in the 
common domain, and to degrade it to the condi- 
tion of a provincial dependency. 

it is an express, solemn stipulation of the con- 


| stitutional compact, that fugitive slaves should be | 
but I will not be so much the bigot as to sacrifice || 


returned to their masters. How does the North 
redeem this obligation? For answer, I need only 
advert to the persistent attempts of the anti-slavery 


ern States; to their violent resistance of its execu- 
tion; to the patent and significant fact that, in con- 


of fugitives from labor, slavery is practically abol- 
ished on the northern frontier of the southern 
States. 


Above all, as avowed in the preamble to the | 
Constitution, the Confederacy was formed to ‘‘es- | 
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to the principles of civil liberty; that it is an ob- 


| struction to the suecess of regublican government; 
| that the Union, like the womb of Rebecca, is torn 
| by two associate but irreconcilable elements—is 


| tablish justice and insure domestic tranquillity ;’’ | 


and yet we of the South are pillaged by compa- {| 


triots, while fellow-citizens incite our slaves to 
insurrection! Thus it is, sir, that the North has 
made manifest its reverence for compacts; thus it 
is, sir, that the North has aiiaaeel its pledges 
under the Constitution. Hereafter, let no north- 
ern Representative reproach the Southewith infi- 
delity to engagements. 


In fact, the entire history of this sectional strug- | 


ele exhibits the South ina uniform attitude of 
defense; and exhibits the North pursuing an in- 
variable policy of insult and encroachment. No 
man will dare deny this statement. ‘The most 


adventurous and unscrupulous Representative on | 


the other side, will not undertake to adduce a sin- | 


gle instance wherein the South has impaired the 
interests, or trampled on the rights of the non- 
slaveholding States. Indeed, the honorable mem- 
ber from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hickman] admits 
the fact, by the declaration that if freed from the 
Confederacy the North would not agajn subscribe 
the Constitution. 

Mr. HICKMAN. The gentleman is mistaken 
in this. I said that the present temper and feel- 
ing which prevailed both at the North and the 


| South at this time, would prevent a compact from 


| being entered into such as was entered into by our | 


rr 
. 


fathers. 


Mr. PRYOR. 


the Constitution to-day, ifit were to be done over 
again. 

Mr. HICKMAN 
reject it. 

‘Mr. PRYOR. Certainly, both sides; but for 
different reasons. The North, because it feels 
the compact of confederacy as a restraint on its 
aggressive purposes; while the South occupies 
a position of passive protest against attack. Sir, 
I may tell the gentleman that if the thing were to 
be done again, the South, too, would refuse to 
accept the Constitution, not because of dissatis- 
faction with its principles and provisions, but for 
the reason that no faith is to be reposed in her 
northern confederates. To this sad conviction we 
are driven by long years of endurance under an 
increasing burden of obloquy and aggression. 

Mr. Clerk, in another particular the honorable 


I said that both sides would 


member from Pennsylvania was conspicuously | 


frank and explicit in avowing the principles and 
purposes of the dominant party in the North. I 
allude to his proclamation of the ‘‘ irrepressible 
conflict. ”’ When we consider that the honorable 
member does not belong to the Black Republican 
party; that he recoils from the ae plus ultra of 
their sectional schemes; that he professes to be a 
moderate man, conservative of the Constitution 
and the Union—I say, when we consider these 
things, and yet hear him declare the doctrine of 
the ** irrepressible conflict,’’ we may readily un- 
derstand to what extremes of agitation and en- 
croachment the avowed advocates of anti-slavery 
propose to push: their policy. If this is the 
‘tender mercy’’ of the member from. Pennsy!l- 


vania, how great must be the cruelty of the Re- | 


publican nominee for Speaker. ¥ 
Mr. Clerk, this theory of the “irrepressible 
conflict”’ is a very simple proposition, easily sus- 


ceptible of analysis and intelligible exposition. | 
As propounded by its author, Mr. Sewarp, it | 
means that an original, inherent, and irreparable | 
antagonism exists between the two sections of | 


the Confederacy; that negro slavery is repugnant 


I think that is substantially | 
what I alleged, that the North would not adopt 








[ 
| 
| 


| quent member from Ohio, [Mr. ee 


|} ment. 


rent by the struggles of Ormuzd and Ahriman, 
the beneficent spirit of good, and the malignant 
spirit of evil; that this controversy is inevita- 
ble and incurable, and must go on with increas- 
ing fury until one or the other principle be van- 
quished and exterminated. From the vantage 
ground of this deduction, Mr. Sewarp infers an 
imperative obligation on the people of the North 
to make war upon slavery—the evil spirit which 
saps the strength and mars the fair proportions 
of the Republic; to make the war and to prosecute 
the war until slavery be swept from the soil of 
the South. This is the evangel of the “ irrepress- 
ible confhict’’ as proclaimed by its great apostle. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman to say that Witit1am H. Sewarp is the 
author and originator of the irrepressible conflict 
doctrine ? 

Mr. PRYOR. I will come to that directly. 

Sir, Lam not unmindful of the apology for Sen- 
ator Sewarp, offered some time ago by the elo- 
It was 
pbviously an attempt to prepare the popular mind 


| of the country, and of the South especially, for 


submission to the Presidency of Wiitiam H. 
Sewarp; and, as such, demands a passing criti- 
cism. Suir, candor requires of me to say that the 


| honorable member’s apology was more ingenious 


than satisfactory. What was it? Simply this: 
that whatever Mr. Sewarp’s present principles, 
they are mere ‘* speculative opinions’’—I quote 
the words—which he will not carry into the ad- 
ministration of the Government; that despite his 


| ultraism now, he will be a conservative President. 


If this apology be good for anything, it acquits 
Mr. Sewarp of the charge of political heresy by 
convicting him of the basest personal villainy. It 


| is equivalent to saying that Mr. Sewarp is play- 


ing a part of criminal hypocrisy; that he is in- 
flaming the anti-slavery agitation from no motive 
of philanthropy, but fora — purpose only; 
that all the earnestness and intensity of purpose 


| which he now affects, is merely the mask of an 


unscrupulous demagogue; that when he mounts 
to the summit of his ambition, he will kick away 
the ladder which assisted his elevation; and, like 
Henry IV., of France, repudiate in power the 
faith he professed in opposition. If the friends 
of Mr. Sewarp are content with this apology, 
they make small account of personal integrity. 
For good and suflicient reasons I cannot accept it 
as Satisfactory, or as giving assurance that the 
South should not resist the Presidency of Wit- 
tiam He Sewarp. 

The sincerity of Sewarp in his sectional prin- 
ciples has been put to the test of actual experi- 
When Governor of New York, and so 
sworn to support the Federal Constitution, he 
refused, on the demand of Virginia, to execute 
the fugitive slave law. But, if he had the disposi- 
tion, he would want the power to administer the 
Government in the spirit of the Constitution. [do 
not say in accordance with its forms; for history 
proves, by many signal examples, from Augus- 
tus Cesar, who employed a servile senate to con- 
solidate his despotism, to Baltimore, where the 
ceremonies of popular election are perverted to the 
supp¢ession of the liberties of the people—all his- 
tory proves how easily the forms of civil liberty 
may be reconciled with the substance of practical 
oppression. This I do affirm, that if Witiiam 
HH. Sewarp should be elected to the Presidency, 
he will be altogether unable to resist the pressure 
of fanatical influence impelling him to war upon 
the rights and institutions of the South. He will 
discover that he hasevoked a spirit which he can- 
not allay; that he has roused a storm which he 
cannot control; that he has kindled a conflagra- 
tion which he cannot extinguish; that, like the 
unhappy Frankenstein, his diabolical arts and in- 
cantations have called into being a monster who 
mocks his authority and defies his power. __ 

The member from Ohio deduced a pleasing 
augury of Sewarp’s Presidency from the recol- 
“lection of Fillmore’s administration; but, conced- 
ing the sincerity of Mr. Fillmore’s recantation of 
Abolitionism, I discern another and adequate ex- 

planation of his conservative course in office. Sir, 
fre was impotent for evil. If his purposes were 
sectional, he could not carry them into execution. 
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He had no alternative but to act the patriot Pres- 
ident, since he was under the supervision and 
control of a Democratic Congress. 
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The case will | 


be altogether different with Sewarp. If he comes | 


into office, he will come upon the crest of an in- 
surgent popular fanaticism, which will brook no 
resistance to its will or denial of its demands. In 
vain did Xerxes attempt to fetter the billows of 
the stormy Dardanelles; in vain did Canute forbid 
the tide to encroach upon his royal presence. Just 
as impotent would be the attempt of Sewarp to 


still the rage of the anti-slavery fanaticism and to | 


chastise its fury into a decent subordination to 
the restraints of the Constitution. If he essa 
a retrograde step, he will realize the fate of Mira- 


beau. Ifhe fail even to keep pace with the move- | 


ment of his party, he will experience the doom 
of Danton. Hie will be confronted with no oppo- 
sition in this Capitol; but a Senate of janissaries 
and a Pretorian band of Representatives will at 
once dictate his policy and act the obedient instru- 
nents of his will. He will redeem.his threat to 
‘* reorganize the judiciary;”’ and then no solitary 
barrier will stand between him and absolute em- 
ure, . 

This may all be true, exclaims the honorable 
member from Pennsylvania, and yet the southern 
States shall not take refuge in disunion from the 
yoke of oppression. 

Mr. HICKMAN. 
all, to put myself right. 
tunity, at no distant day, to treat that matter with 
some particularity; but I wish now merely to say, 
that I do not maintain what I am told is the doc- 
trine of Wittiam H. Sewarp, that one section of 
this Union is to extinguish the other. I mean to 
assert, sir, just exactly what I have heretofore 
declared, that the North are resolute and fixed in 
their purpose not to allow a dissolution of this 
Union. | j 
be between the sections, the Union must and shall 
be preserved. 

Mr. PRYOR. The gentleman tells us, that if 
we attempt it, we will be coerced into submis- 
sion—a purpose for which eighteen million, as 
against eight million people, is abundantly ade- 
quate, 
boast surprised the conscious heroism of Black 
Republican Representatives into an involuntary 
outburst of self-applause! Sir, I will not retort by 
defiance; I will not retaliate the menace. It would 
be undignified; it would be indecent. Foranswer, 
| have only to give the gentleman assurance that 
the southern States do not now intend to abandon 


I wish now, sir, once for | 
I shall take the oppor- | 


do not care what the antagonisfh may | 


I remember how the extravagance of this | 





| reached a point when a regard for peace and safety will not 


| manifesto: 


| Virginia ; Calhoun and Butler, of South Carolina ; Downs, 
| of Louisiana; Foote and Jeflerson Davis, of Mississippi ; 


the Union, whatever ultimate recourse events may | 


impose upon them. 


It is the last resource of op- | 


»ressed and humiliated nationalities, like the Israel- \| 
ites of old, to gather up their household gods and | 


wander in quest of some new home and some hap- 


pier destiny. ‘The people of the South are of a dif- 
ferent spirit, and of another purpose. They are 
resolved, in the first instance, to vindicate their 
rights in the Union, peaceably if possible, by force 


if necessary. The Constitution and the Confed- | 


eracy are the work of their fathers’ hands; and 
they do not mean to give up the inheritance, with 
all its glorious traditions and inspiring memories. 
They do notintend to lose the prestige of legitimacy ; 
to throw away the power of the Federal Govern- 
ment; to act as if they were not the regular and 
orderly interest in the Confederacy. On the con- 
trary, they will vindicate the principles of the Con- 
stitution and the integrity of the Union against the 
sectional and treasonable schemés of the anti-sla- 


very party. They will scourge and expel the evil | 


spirits which infest the holy temple; and in this 
sacred service they expect the assistance of mil- 
lions of true and valiant men in the North. The 


| ment. 
= that manifesto from the second volume of || 
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theory of the “irrepressible conflict”’ as early as || forasmuch as in conjunction with slavery, and 


1848—eight years in advance of the article in the 
Richmond Enguirer. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. Does the gentleman re- | 
member that, in 1849, a manifesto was issued to || 
the country, drawn up and prepared by John C. 


| Calhoun, of South Carolina? 


Mr. PRYOR. Ido. 

Mr. McK NIGHT. And signed by all the mem- 
bers of the Virginia delegation in both Houses of | 
Congress, in which this very doctrine of * irre- 
yressible conflict’? was promulgated ? 

Mr. PRYOR. That I deny- 

Mr. McKNIGHT. Permit me to read two 
sentences only? 

Mr. PRYOR.” I should have no objection to | 
the gentleman reading the whole address, for itis | 
a very good one; but I cannot yield for that pur- 
pose now. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. I will consume only a mo- | 
I will read only one or twosentences. I | 


r 


‘homas H. Benton’s Thirty Years in the United | 


| 
| States Senate, page 734: 


* We, whose names are hereto annexed, address you in |} 


| discharge of what we believe to be a solemn duty on the | 


most important subject ever presented for your considera- | 
tion. We allude to the conflict between the two great see 
tions of the Union, growing out of a difference of feeling 
and opinion in reference to the relations existing between 
the two races, the European and African, which inhabit the 


| lican party. 


southern Section, and the acts of aggression and encroach- || 


ment to which it has led. The contlict commenced not long 
after the ackifowledgment of our independence, and has | 


gradually increased until it has arrayed the great body of |) 


the North against the South on this most vital subject. In 
the progress of this conflict, aggression has followed aggres- 


sion and encroachment encroachment, until they have || 


permit us to remain longer silent.”’ 


My object in reading this is to show that to | 
Mr. Sewarp has been given honor more than is 
due. The following are the names signed to that 


** Messrs. Atchison, of Missouri; Hunter'and Mason, of 


Fitzpatrick, of Alabama; Borland and Sebastian, of Ar 
kansas ; Westcott and Yulee, of Florida; Atkinson, Bay- | 
ley, Bedinger, Bocock, Beale, W. G. Brown, Meade, R. A. | 
Thompson, ot Virginia; Daniel,. Venable, of North Caro- | 
lina; Burt, Holmes, Rhett, Simpson, Woodward, of South | 
Carolina; Wallace, Iverson, Lumpkin, of Georgia; Bow- | 
don, Gaylé, Harris, of Alabama; La Sere, Morse, of Louis 
iana; R. W. Johnson, of Arkansas; and Stanton, of Ken- | 
tucky.”’ 


that manifesto is the same Mr. Bocock now in | 

this House. | 
Mr. PRYOR and several others. Exactly the 

same. 
Mr. McKNIGHT. Then, can it be possible 


that gentlemen who support a resolution denoun- | 


| cing Mr. Suerman for signing a particular docu- | 


| indorsed, and promulged the very same doctrine? 


proportion will be reversed; and, instead of his || 
eighteen million, the honorable member and his | 


party, reduced to an insignificant band of traitors, || 


will be crushed between the conjoint efforts of | 


patriots in the South and patriots in the North. 
Abominable, Mr. Clerk, as this doctrine of 
the ‘* irrepressible conflict’’ is in its principle and 
consequences, an honorable member frorh lilinois 
[Mr. Farnswortn] imputes its authorship to a 
southern writer—the 
dresses you. The leader of the Black Republi- 
gists. By one, he is impeached of perfidy; by 
another, of a flagrant plagiarism. 


can party is singu arly unfortunate in his apolo- | 


individual who now ad- | 


Again I come | 


to his rescue, and restore his credit for originality, | 
by adverting to the fact that he promulgated the 


ment, and for favoring this irrepressible-conflict | 
doctrine, can vote for a gentleman who has signed, | 


{Great disorder and deafening cries of ** Order!”’ 
from the Democratic benches. | 

Mr. PRYOR. I cannot allow the gentleman, | 
under a false, hypocritical pretense, to inject a 
flagitious speech into mine. 

Mr. McK NIGHT. I understood the gentle- 
man to yield me the floor. 

Mr.PRYOR. Foraspecial purpose, I yielded 
it,. but you have violated that purpose. It is an- 
other violation of engagements and covenants by 
northern Representatives. ‘ 

The gentleman is mistaken. In imputing the 
authorship of the ‘* irrepressible conflict’? to Wi1- 
LiAM H. Sewarp, I did nothing more than ob- 
serve the old maxim, in giving the devil his due. 
In the sense in which he propounded it, he was 
the first to promulgate it. 

But, sir, it is untrue, in every sense untrue, that 
any man in the South ever adopted Sewarp’s 
idea of the * irrepressible conflict.’’ On the con- 
trary, we deny that the subordination of negro 
slavery is repugnant to the principles of civil lib- | 
erty, contending, rather, that it constitutes the 
most solid and staple basis of free government, 
and is instrumental in the highest development of | 
civilization. We deny that slavery is repugnant to 
the Constitution, since, in fact, the most essential 
principle of the Constitution—the principle of rep- 
resentation—reposes upon arecognitionofslavery, 
and its most guarded guarantees are for the pro- | 
tection of slavery. We deny thatslavery opposes 
any impediment to the progress of the Republic, | 


mainly by the aid of slavery, the Republic has 
already realized the most brilliant promise of ua- 
tional glory. We deny that any antagonism sub- 


| sists between the social systems of the opposite 


sections. We deny that the rights of the South 
are incompatible with the interests of the North. 
In fact, the resources of one section are exactly 
responsive to the deficiencies of the other. Our 
economy of labor, disciplined and steady and 
unfailing, is an indispensable auxiliary to the 
adventurous and educated industry of the North. 
We plant and produce; they fetch and fabricate. 
We supply the solid basis; they the decoration of 
the Corinthian capital. ‘The ever active and tur- 
bulent spirit of free labor in the North would pre- 


| .cipitate the social system into anarchy, if it were 


not counteracted and controlled by the conserva- 
tive interests of slave labor in the South. 

This is my opinion of the harmonious relations 
logically existing between the two sections of the 
Confederacy. 

Nevertheless, sir, I say there isan * irrepressible 
conflict;’’ but it is an * irrepressible contlict’’ be 
tween the provisions of the Constitution, the rights 
of the South, and the interests of the Union, on 
the one hand:and on the other the ideas and aims, 
the principles and purposes of the Black Repub- 
j W hen we contemplate the rapid and 
uninterrupted aggrandizement of this party, rush- 
ing like the Propontis in ebbless flow, and, in its 
resistless course, sweeping away every barricr of 
right, reason, and constitutional restraint; when 
we see it satisfied by no concession, and propitiated 
by no adjustment, all the little ** compromises”’ of 
cobbling politicians, instead of arresting the in 
undation, only serving to fret the fanaticism of 
anti-slavery into a stronger and more turbulent 


stream; when we find that the audacity of its pre- 


tensions rises with the development of its power, 
when, after demolishing the outposts of slavery, 
it avows its purpose to repel the South from the 
common domain of the Confederacy, and to em 
ploy the agency of the Federal Government for 
the extermination of slavery in its stronghold, 
in the face of these facts—facts of portentous sig- 
nificance—we are forced to the conclusion that, 
between the South and the dominant party of the 
North, there does indeed rave an inevitable and 
‘irrepressible’? conflict. Optimists may be de 


| ceived, by the eddies along the bank, into the idea 
I do not know that the Mr. Bocock who signed || 


that the stream is running backward; but who- 
ever looks out upon the true current and volume 
of waters wil! admit that the course of anti-sla 

very isever and increasingly onward. Actionand 
reaction, flux and reflux, 1s the law of progress. 
As we stand upon the beach contemplating th: 

mighty movements of ocean, we observe a regu- 
lar repetition of refluent waves; but, for all that, 
our little landmarks will be soon swept away by 
the aspiring sea. So with the usurpations of this 
anti-slavery party; except we get beyond their 
reach, they will speedily overwhelm all our rights. 

Sir, believe me, the South understands the crisis 
as I represent it, and is bracing her energies for 
the inevitable struggle. If you will not take my 
word, be admonished by more authentic and au- 
thoritative manifestations. Listen to the voice 
of the people in primary meeting; hear the ree- 
ommendations of our State Executives; recount 
the enactments of our State Legislatures—all ani- 
mated with the single spirit of RESISTANCE, and 
all contemplating the single object of PREPARA- 
tion—be instructed, I beseech you, by the sig- 
nificance of these ominous developments, and 
retrace your march of encroachment before the 
irrevocable die is cast. 

If this avail not for the salutary lesson, recollect 
the effect of the explosion at Harper’s Ferry; 
remember with what alacrity the people of Vir- 
ginia answered to the call of patriotism; with how 
quick an impulse of sympathy the shock of col- 
lision on our northern frontier vibrated throughout 
the limits of the Commonwealth, awakening a 
universal response of resentment and indignation; 
with what ardor and unanimity her gallant sons 
precipitated themselves in military array on the 


| point of expected attack, ready and resolute to 
| vindicate the honer of the South from the threat 


of insult or the shadow of aggression. 

In conclusion, | would address a single word to 
the Representatives of the southern Opposition; 
it is a word of amicable expostulation and frater- 
nal entreaty. Among our constituency there is 
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no difference of sentiment, no division of party. 
Why, then, may we not import hither, and rep- 
resent here, some image and accent of the divine 
harmony which prevails in the bosom of the peo- 
ple? Under the pressure of this supreme neces- 
sity let us close up the triv ial differences of arty, 
and collect our energies for their most effective 
exertion; so that, whatever be the issue, we may 


accept it as well with the repose of conscious | 


strength as with the dignity of conscious right. 
Unity is the solitary need of the South. With 
that, panoplied in the triple armor of a just cause, 
she may await the signal from the adversary with- 
out a momentary misgiving of the result. Speak- 
ing on the suggestion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, I affirm, that eight million freemen, ed- 
ucated to the use of arms, animated with the 
invincible valor of a high-souled sensibility, and 


united by the ties of fraternal sympathy in the | 


defense of everything dear to the soul of honor, 


cannot be subjugated by any combination what- | 


ever, least of all by a miscellaneous mob of crazy 
fanatics and conscience-stricken traitors. 


And, | 


with the resources of strength which abound in | 


the limits of the southern States, an imperial do- 


main, every diversity of climate, and every vari-:| 
ety of production—especially a monopoly of the | 


staples which rule the commerce of the world— 


with these incomparable advantages, it is possible, | 
if need be, to organize a confederacy out of our | 


own resources, and to rear a fabric of government 
which shall survive the lapse of ages, and renew 





with brighter illustration the republican glories of || 


antiquity. 

Mr. BOYCE obtained the floor. 

Mr. WINSLOW. As I understand that the 
gentleman from South Carolina does not desire 
to proceed with his remarks this evening, I ask 
him to yield for a motion to go to a ballot. 

Mr. BOYCE. 
for that purpose. 


Mr. WINSLOW. [move acall of the House. 


The motion was agreed to. 


The roll was called; and the following members | 
= ! 


failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. Barr, Brown, Carter, Horace F. Clark, Clemens, | 


Clark B. Cochrane, James Craig, Dimmick, Etheridge, 
Jackson, Jenkins, Landrum, Maclay, Nixon, Sedgwick, 
Stallworth, Stevens, Stevenson, Van Wyck, and Wood. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. GILMER stated that Mr. Ernermce.was 
confined to his room by illness, and had paired off 
with Mr. Morrrs, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BARKSDALE stated that Mr. Jackson 
was absent, because of indisposition in his family, 
and had paired with Mr. Curtis. 

Mr. HICKMAN stated that his pair with Mr. 
Dimmick had expired this morning. 

Mr. WINSLOW remarked that there was, 
therefore, no pair with Mr. Dimnice. 

Mr. CURTIS. I rise to a point of order; I do 
not think it is right, or fair, or proper, to ask a 

yair fora man who is absent and unable to be 
ines If he were able to he here, and wished a 
pair, then it would be all right; but I do not think 
it right to ask a pair for a man who could not be 
here. 

Mr. WINSLOW. 
tleman [Mr. Dimmick] is sick in bed. 

Mr. CURTIS. Then I submit that it is not 
fair to ask a man in health to pair with aman who 
is sick, and unable to be here. 
able to take advantages on our side, and let the 
other side take similar advantages. 

Mr. WINSLOW. The facts do not support 
~ friend’s hypothesis. 

Mr. CURTIS. It is just as good for one side 
as the other. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I wish to say that my pair 
with Mr. Dimmick expired this morning. But Mr. 
Dimaick has sent me a request that I shall con- 
tinue to pair with him to-day. Iwas anxious my- 
self to record my vote to-day; but as he was kind 
enough to pair off with me, I cannot, in justice 
to him, put him to the necessity of coming here 
at thistime. ‘Therefore, if there be no other gen- 
tleman to pair with him in this ballot, I shall con- 
sider myself bound, in courtesy, todoit. [Cries 
of ** That is right.’’] : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Are there any absentees? 

The CLERK. None; except those that have 
been heretofore recorded as paired. Mr. Barr is 

vaired with Mr. Van Wyck. 
Mr. Lanprom. Mr. Horace F. Ciarx with Mr. 


I understand that the gen- | 


We ought to be | 





Stanron. Mr. Crank B. Cocurane with Mr. 
Jenkins. Mr. James Craic with Mr. Stevens. 
Mr. Dimmick with Mr. Hickman. Mr. Eruer- 
ier with Mr. E. Joy Morris. Mr. Jackson 
with Mr. Curtis. Mr. Macray with Mr. Sepe- 
wick. Mr. Srevenson with Mr. Nixon. Mr. 
Rust with Mr. Woop. 

Mr. STANTON. I give notice that my pair 
with Mr. Crark, of New York, expires to-mor- 
row at twelve o’clock. 

Further proceedings under the call were then 
dispensed with. 

Mr. WINSLOW moved that the House pro- 
ceed to a vote viva voce for Speaker. 

The motion was agreed to; and the tellers 
resumed their seats. _ ; 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Clerk, 1 have taken 
no part in this discussion; I do not intend to take 
any@ert now. I do not rise for that purpose. 


Since I have been here, I have had but one wish, | 


and that was to see the House promptly organ- 
ized upon a national, as opposed to sivalar sec- 
tional basis. 

On one side is presented to us as a candidate 
for Speaker, the name of a gentleman who has not 
received, and who, it is morally certain, will not 


receive, a single vote from fifteen States of the | 
| Union; and that by reason of the alleged, if not | 


avowed, local and sectional character of the or- 
ganization which has preferred him as itg candi- 
date. 

Against him have persistently voted a decided 
and controlling majority of the House. Gentle- 
men connected with different political organiza- 
tions; gentlemen differing in political sentiments 


|| upon great serene: as honest men and inde- 








Mr. Carrer with | 


| pendent thin 


l give way with great pleasure || 


ing as our Presiding Officer the gentleman against 
whom, in common, they vote. ‘That opposition 


| has now continued for nearly four weeks. 


On yesterday, as it is well known, one of my 
friends and colleagues, without my knowledge, 
and as he told you upon his own responsibility, 
formally presented my name to the Temes as a 
candidate for the high office of Speaker, and in 


| doing so made a statement the truth of which 1s 


known, I suppose, to almost every one of my con- 


| stituents, and which I here affirm in justice to him, 


and not for the purpose of screening myself from | 


| any responsibility. Sir, | shunno responsibility, 


|| much less do I seek it. 


The result of the vote has 


| passed into a matter of record. 


Words would be wanting to me to express my || 


‘gratitude to those of my political friends who 


gave me their support, and to those of my polit- 


ical opponents, many of them gentlemen with | 
whom I served during the last Congress, to whom | 
| my opinions were well known, from whom my 
position upon great public questions was not con- | 


| cealed, but who saw fit to give me their votes, not 


in view of, but in spite of my opinions; I say that 


| words would be wanting to express my thanks 


to them, did I allow myself to sce in their action 


| nothing higher or nobler than a mere personal 


compliment. But regarding, as I do, their action 
as an effort of gentlemen, forgetting for the time 
mere considerations of party or partisan organ- 


| ization, willing forthe moment to forget and forego 


all party differences, and to act together for the | 
| time for the accomplishment ofa higher patriotism, | 


in effecting the union and tranquillization ofa wide 
section of our country. I dare not appropriate 


| that action to myself, even so faras to make it the 


— of my thanks. 


r. Clerk, perceiving, as I do, that the further 
use of my name would fail to concentrate, but tend 


rather to distract and divide gentlemen whom I 


(the national men of this House. 


had hoped in this juncture to see acting together, 
and thus attaining what is to me a paramount 
object—the organization of the House upon a 
broad, national, and conservative basis, 1 beg 
the permission of my friend and Colleague, as well 
as of gentlemen of the House, here and now un- 
conditionally to withdraw my name from this 
contest. ‘i 3a 

Mr. ENGLISH. I desire to put in nomination 
a gentleman who ought to be satisfactory to all 
I nominate 
Cuarues L. Scort, of California. 


TWENTY-FOURTH BALLOT FOR SPEAKER. 


The House proceeded to a twenty-fourth ballot 
for Speaker, with the following result: Whole 


kers are apt to differ, agreeing only | 
| in this: the impolicy or the impropriety of elect- | 


| 
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number of votes cast, 210; necessary to a choice, 
106; of which— 


Mir. BhermMan ecehved so voscccccvccccccecevcessecla 
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So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Shernan—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, 
Alley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, 
Buflinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Burroughs, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carey, Case, Coliax, Conkling, Corwin, Covode, 
Dawes, Delano, Duelt, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Haskin, Hel- 
mick, Hoard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Fran 
cis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Kil- 


| linger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Love- 


| joy, Marston, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, 
|| Moorhead, Morrill, Morse, Olin, Palmer, Pennington, Perry, 
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Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Rice, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Schwartz, Scranton, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, 
William Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, ‘Theaker, 
Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Verree, Wade, Wal- 
dron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and 
Woodruff. 

For Mr. Scott—Messrs. Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, Ash- 
more, Avery, Barksdale, Barrett, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, 
Bouligny, Boyce, Branch, Burch, Burnett, John B. Clark, 
Clopton,Cobb, John Cochrane, Cooper, Cox, Burton Craige, 
Curry, Davidson, Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, 
English, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, Hamilton, 
Hardeman, John 'T. Harris, Hawkins, Hindman, Holman, 
Houston, Howard, Hughes, Jones, Keitt, Kunkel, Lamar, 
Larrabee, Leake, Logan, Love, Charles D. Martin, Elbert 
S. Martin, Maynard, McClemand, McRae, Miles, Millson, 
Montgomery, Laban T’. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Isaac N. 
Morris, Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, 
Reagan, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Sickles, Simms, Sin- 
gieton, William Smith, James A. Stewart, Stout, Taylor, 
Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Whiteley, 
Winslow, Woodson, and Wright. 

For Mr. Gilmer—Messrs. Green Adams, William C. An- 
derson, Brabson, Briggs, Bristow, H. Winter Davis, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Hatton, James M. Leach, Nelson, Quarles, 
William N. H. Smith, Stokes, and Webster. 

— Mr. John G. Davis—Messrs. Adrain, Reynolds, and 
iggs. 
vor Mr. Briggs—Messrs. Gilmer, Hill, and Mallory. 
For Mr. Mc Queen—Messrs. Crawford and Pugh. 
For Mr. Reynolds—Mr. Jolin G. Davis. * 

For Mr. Pugh—Mr. McQueen. 

For Mr. Pendleton—Mr. Scott. 


During the vote the following proceedings took 
place. 

Mr. HICKMAN, when his name was called, 
said: Mr. Dimnickx is sick in his room. To pre- 
vent the necessity of bringing him here, I have 
concluded to pair off with him for the remainder 
of the day. If it was otherwise, I would vote for 
Joun SuHerman. 

Mr. VANCE, when his named was called, said: 
I hope the House will indulge me in a single re- 
mark, especially in consideration of the fact that 
I have not trespassed upon its attention from the 
commencement of the present session until this 
day. I hope I have spoon: by the votes that I 
have recorded here in this contest, that I am will- 
ing to assist in the election of any man upon a 
conservative and national basis—which phrase I 
am certain this House. has never heard before. 
{Great laughter.] I have voted fora Lecompton 
Democrat. I have voted for those who did not 
approve of the Lecompton bill. _I have voted for 
an Administration Democrat. I have voted for 
an anti-Administration Democrat. And if there 
is any other member of that great prolific Demo- 
cratic family that I have neglected, I hope they 
will trot him out and give me an opportunity to 
vote for him. (Laughter.] And now, sir, Iam 
still willing to exhibit the same national conserv- 
ftive spirit by voting for Mr. Scorr, of California. 
I vote for him knowing that he will not be elected 
on this ballot, and that my vote will do him no 

ood; but yesterday when my gallant friend from 
Teneceme {Mr. Maynarp] was nominated for- 
ty-five Democrats—members of this House—laid 

own their party prejudicesand voted for him, and 
it shall not be said that, to-day, when Mr.Scort, 
a Democrat, a national conservative one, I hope, 
was nominated, there was not found one Whig 
to return the compliment. [ vote for CHaRLes 
L. Scorr, of California. {Applause in the gal- 
leries.} 

Mr. McCLERNAND, after the roll had been 
called through, said: I find that an effort is being 
made to concentrate our votes on some one gen- 
tleman. I think we should have done so some 
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time since, and so thinking, I shall vote with the 
majority of my friends for Cuarzes L. Scorr. 

Mr. ROULIGNY. I wish to correct my friend 
from North Carolina, [Mr. ver He said 
that not one American had voted for Mr. Scorr. 
That is true in one sense; but immediately after 
I had voted, I agreed to change my vote. I now 
change my vote from Hon. Mixes Taytorto Hon. 
Cuar.es L. Scort, of California, and I hope all 
of my American friends will do the same. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. Desiring, as | 
have said on one occasion, at least, to see this 
House organized, if possible, and being willing 
to vote for any member of the Democratic party, 
or of the American party, or of the Whig party, 
in opposition to the candidate of the Republican || 
party, I will change my vote from Tuomas L. 
Anperson to Cuartes L. Scorr. : 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. For the reason as- 
signed by my colleague, Colonel] McCLernanp, 
I vote for Mr. Scort, of California. 

Mr.MONTGOMERY. Mr.Clerk,there seems 
to be auniversal desire to concentrate the vote of 
the Democratic party upon some member of this 
side, and although Mr. Scorr would not be my 
first choice for Speaker of this House, yet with 
the view of concentrating the Democratic vote, I 
vote for him, changing my vote from Mr. Han- | 
iLTON, of Texas. 

The vote was then announcedas above recorded. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I hope that we | 
shall be allowed to have another vote to-night. 
I am in favor of a speedy organization of this 
House. I, for one, am willing, for the purpose 
of getting an organization, to vote for Joun A. 
Giimer, of North Carolina; and I hope other | 
Democratic members upon this side will do so. I 
want the organization effected upon some con- 
servative man. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. ‘There is no prob- 
ability of the House deciding the question of 
Speaker this evening; and I am persuaded that 
our sitting here to a later period would be useless. 
I therefore interpose a motion, at this point, that | 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
twenty-five minutes to four o’clock, p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, December 30, 1859. 


The Journal of Tuesday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. WADE, it was 


Ordered, That the report of the Court of Claims, in favor 
of the claim of George Ashley, administrator de bonis non 
of Samuel Holgate, deceased, on the files of the Senate, be | 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the memorial of Joseph K. Boyd, asking 
remuneration for aiding in the capture of the frigate Phila- 
delphia, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of James Frost dnd Eliza A. 
Johnson, legal representatives of John A. Frost, late a boat- 
swain in the Navy, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. . 


On motion of Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Charles J. Swett, on the || 
gic: of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval || 
fairs. 
° NATTY : | 
On motion of Mr. CHESNUT, it was 1] 
Ordered, That the petition of William Hazard Wigg, pray- | 
ing compensation for losses in the revolutionary war, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. e 


On motion of Mr. BROWN, it was | 


Ordered, That the petition of the Alexandria, Loudoun, | 
and Hampshire Railroad Company, praying authority to || 
extend a branch of their road into Georgetown, District of | 
Columbia, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- || 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


On motion of Mr. POWELL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of David Meriwether, praying 
Congress to pass an act, making an appropriation for his 
salary as Superintendent of Indian Affairs in the Territory 
of New Mexico, from January 27, 1854, to April 31, 1857, | 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on || 
Claims. , j 

On motion of Mr. GRIMES, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of William Collicott, praying 
remuneration for losses sustained by him in the entry of 
land, through the errors of Government officers, on the 


—- et the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Public 
sands. 











] 
| 











On motion of Mr. IVERSON, it was 
| Ordered, That all the reports from the Court of Claims, 


| not heretofore disposed of, be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


CUANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs and 


Militia be discharged from the further consideration of 


the report of the Court of Claims in the case of Richard 
Fitzpatrick, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. RICE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce the follow- 
ing bills: 


A bill (S. No. 26) extending the provisions of 


“*An actto enable the State of Arkansas and other 
States vo reclaim the swamp lands within their 


| limits’? to Minnesota; which was read twice, and 
| referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


A bill (S. No. 27) making an appropriation for 


building a military post near the forty-ninth degree | 


of north latitude, in or near the valley of the Red 
River of the North; which was read twice by its 


| title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs and Militia. 

A bill (S. No. 28) making an appropriation for 
the erection in the city of St. Paul, State of Min- 
nesota, of a suitable building for custom-house, 
post office, court-rooms, and other offices of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. RICE gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill providing for a temporary government 
for the Territory of Dakotah, and for establishing 
the office of surveyor general therein; and 

A bill granting relief to the settlers upon the 
Fort Ripley military reservation. 

On motion of Mr. IVERSON, 
adjourned. 


the Senate 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, December 30, 1859. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. R. P. Cutter. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
LIMITATION OF DEBATE, ETC. 


TheCLERK. The question before the House 


Prayer | 


is upon the admissibility of the resolution of the | 


| gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Wins.ow,] 
| presented on Thursday, December 22; and upon | 


that question the gentleman from South Carolina 
{Mr. Boycs] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. PERRY. 


Lask the gentleman from South | 


Carolina to yield me the floor for the purpose of | 


having a resolution I design offering read for in- 
formation. 

Mr. BOYCE. I will yield that the gentleman’s 
resolution may be read, but for no other purpose. 

The clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That from and after this day, until the organ- 
ization of the House by the election of a Speaker, no mem- 
ber shall occupy more than thirty minutes in debate; nor 
shall any member speak more than once upon any ques- 
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tion before the House, until every member desiring to speak | 


shall have been heard, and all motions to lay upon the table 
to be decided without debate. 

Mr. WINSLOW. 

Mr. BOYCE then 
House, and spoke for j 
for interrogatory and explanation to Mr. Sran- 
ToN. Without concluding his remarks—the re- 
port of which he withholds until they shall be 
completed—he yielded the floor to*— 

Mr. STANTON, who said: I do not wish to 
trespass too far upon the courtesy of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina; but I wish to state what 
I understand to be the position of the Republican 
party, as a body, in relation to the fugitive slave 
law. Now, there are differences of opinion, un- 


I object to that resolution. 
rroceeded to address the 


| questionably, among the Republican party as to 
I know no | 


what a fugitive slave law should be. 
man in the Republican party who denies the con- 
stitutional obligation to surrender or permit the 


| recapture of fugitive slaves, and to provide either 
a State or a national remedy for their recapture. | 


There is a difference of opinion among Republi- 


* The entire speech may be found in the House proceed- | 


ings of Tuesday, January 3, 1860. 


forty-five minutes, yielding | 


| about it. 
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cans as to whether that provision of the Constitu- 
tion makes it obligatory upon the States, through 
the State Legislatures, to provide a remedy, or 
whether, underthe Constitution, it belongs to Con- 
gress to provideit. I speak so far as to what I be 
lieve to be the opinion of the Republican party 
generally. Now, for myself, if it were an original 
question, I should hold that it is a power intended 
by the Constitution to be vested in the States; but 
Lam one of those who hold that cotemporaneous 
constructions of the Constitution, constructions 
that have been acted upon by all departments of 
the Government, and acquiesced in by the people, 
ought to be recognized. So far, therefore, as Lam 
concerned, | concede the constitutional power of 
Congress to pass a fugitive slave law. ; 

So far as the fugitive siave law of 1850 is con- 
cerned, I do not believe it to be constitutional in 
its details, in the mode which it provides for 
making proof for the recapture of fugitives. 1 de- 
sire to be understood here distinctly, that what I 
want is a law which, while it may be available to 
the protection of the slaveholder in the re« apture 
of his slave, may not endanger kidnapping under 
color of law, and the taking of persons not slaves 
by virtue of it. I hold that the judicial pow roft 
the United States is vested by the Constitution in 


judges appointed by the President and confirmed 
J PI 


by the Senate; and I hold further, that when the 
fugitive slave law authorizes a commissioner ap 
pointed by a judge, not confirmed by the Senate, 
to issue his warrant for the recapture of a fugitive 
slave, and to sit in judgment upon the question as 
to whether he be a fugitive slave or not, itis vest 
ing judicial power where the Constitution does 
not authorize it to be vested. 

Again, I hold it to be unconstitutional in this: 
that 1t deprives a party of the right of habeas corpus 
to test the question as to whethe r the process un 
der which the fugitive is claimed, is a forgery; 
whether it be in conformity of law, or whether it 
be not a mere pretext to capture and kidnap and 
take into slavery afreeman. ‘These provisions of 
the fugitive slave law [ hold to be unconstitutional 
I know, in point of fact, that that law is grossly 
abused in the free States. I know that men are 
constantly kidnapped under color of its provis- 
ions. I know that a notorious counterfeiter was 
arrested in the State of Ohio, and upon his person 
were found letters addressed to him by confeder 
ates in the slave States, requesting him to give 
them the description of free negroes, and they 
would find masters for them. Lawless men take 
advantage of the provisions of that law, and it is 
because the people of the free States desire to be 
advertised whether a party sought to be arrested 
is in fact a fugitive slave or not, that the difficulty 
about its execution arises. 

Mr. BOYCE. Does that practice extend to 
Vermont ? 

Mr. STANTON. I know nothing about Ver 
mont. lam nota citizen of Vermont. 

Mr. BOYCE. Then I will ask the gentleman 
another question. Does he approve of the per- 
sonal liberty bill of Massachusetts? 


Mr. STANTON. 


I do not know anything 
I never saw it. 1 would not interpose 
any legal obstruction to the proper execution of 
a constitutional fugitive slave law. The Repub 

lican party has taken no ground upon the fugitive 
slave law, and I am giving my own individual 
opinions 

Mr. BOYCE. 
State ? 

Mr. STANTON. They have taken grounds 
against the details of the law of 1850. ‘They have 
not pretended to say, and do not claim that a 
fugitive slave law, in subordination to the pro- 
visions of the Constitution, is unconstitutional. 

Mr. BOYCE. Doesthe gentleman approve of 
the personal liberty bill passed by the Republican 
party of Ohio? 

Mr. STANTON. 

I do not remember it. 


Have they not in your own 


I do not know what it is. 
I will say this to the gen 


| tleman: I do approve of some State legislation 


that shall enable the State authorities, when a 
man is arrested under color of process, to ascer- 
tain whether the process is a forgery, or whether 
it is in conformity with the provisions of the law. 
{holdthat whenever a legal, valid warrant is taken 
before a State judge, under a State law, issued by 
proper authority, which is exhibited, a State court 
cannot inquire into whether the party be a slave 
or not, and cannot go into the merits of the ques- 
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recess is issued under color of the laws of the 
United States. 

Mr. COX. I think the gentleman has not clearly 
stated all the points. ‘There was a resolution in- 
troduced into the Ohio Legislature by a Demo- 
crat, to the effect that in case the fugitive slave 
law should be found wanting—— 

Mr. STANTON. I do not know that it is 
necessary for my colleague to get me into a con- 
troversy with him. I do not wish to interfere with 
the speech of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
by getting into a colloquy with my colleague. 

Mr. COX. I want to put the matter in a shape 
in which the truth shall go out to the coutry. A 
resolution was introduced by a Democrat into the 
Ohio Legislature declaring that it was the impera- 
live duty of a State government to make such a 
law, in case the fugitive slave law should not be 
executed. The gentleman’s party in the Legisla- 
ture in a bedy voted against that resolution. 

While [ am up allow me to say one word more. 
The gentleman tells us that he knows nobody in 
the Republican party who is opposed to the three 


fifths representation, as fixed in the Constitution. | 
I beg the gentleman’s par- | 


Mr. STANTON. 
don. I think it probable that there are men who, 


if the Constituuon were to be made over again, | 


would not make it as it is now In that respect; but 
nobody seeks to change it so far as | know. 


Mr. COX. Well, I want this embodied in thie 


speech of the gentleman from South Carolina, to | 
go along with it, that the distinguished candidate | 
for Governor of the Republican party of Ohio, has | 


himself denounced the three-fifths representation 
before the people. I have heard him denounce it; 


and the gentleman who was my competitor when | 
[ first ran for Congress, denounced the same thing, | 


and I say, for the information of the House, that 


all through the State of Ohio it has become the | 


duty of the Democratic party to explain that three- 
fifths representation, in order to repel the odium 


sought to be cast upon us as the defenders of the | 


Constitution in that particular regard. 
Mr. STANTON. I understand all about that. 
While the gentleman may have heard such argu- 


ments from the Republicans of Ohio, he has heard | 


no Republican ask for any change of the Consti- 
tution in reference to that matter. He has un- 
doubtedly heard it argued by Republicans upon 
the stump, that they are opposed to the extension 
of slavery into new Territories, on account of that 
inequality. ‘That was all. 

Mr. COX. All I have to say to the gentleman 
is, that he is not a very fair exponent of the dom- 
inant Republicanism of Ohio. He is a sort of old 
Whig—a mahogany Whig—with a slight varnish 
of Republicanism. ([Laughter.] That is his po- 
sition. He cannot speak for the dominantsection 
of his party in his State; and although he may be 
a national and conservative man, he does not give 
a correct idea of the Republican party in that State. 


but there is a manifest object in presenting the or- 
ganization before the whole country and in_ the 
Federal Congress as having something of nation- 
ality here, which it has not at home. 

Mr. STANTON. I beg my colleague’s par- 
don. I claim to understand the position and prin- 
ciples of the Republican party as well as he ee 
I am quite as authentic an exponent of the prin- 
ciples of that party as he is. 
publican from the organization of that, party to 


this time; and so far as I know,I am in good | 


standing in the State of Ohio. 
Mr. COX. In your section—yes, sir. 
Mr.STANTON. Well; the gentleman is mis- 
taken when he undertakes to say that the Repub- 
lican party of Ohio is a sectional party. 
publiean party of Ohio goes for the Constitution 


as it was framed; and for the construction put | 


upon it for sixty years after it was framed. e 
will make our platform, to-day or to-morrow, 
entirely out of quotations from the fathers of the 
Republic, and we will not take a syllable that is 
not to be found in their writings or sayings. 

Mr. COX. Will you take Jefferson on the 
Constitution ? 

Mr. STANTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILLINGER. Will the gentleman let 
me say a word here? The gentleman from Ohio 
speaks for the Republican party of Ohio. Since 
the first day we assembled here we have heard 


THE 








| out of twenty-five members from Pennsylvania, 
| who primarily owe their seats here, in most part, 





| valorem duties. 
| pledge him that I will not give a vote in this Con- 
pledg g 


| of the laws of the United States, as they now 
| stand, [laughter,] on the question of the fugitive 


| tleman who stands on that principle, whose life 


| State of Pennsylvania for him. 


/ employment; and I tell the gentleman from South 


|| only denied the authority in Congress, under the 


‘That was the position taken by the Republican 
| party in Illinots. 


| there was a Republican party in 1854? 


| from Ohio—— 


I have been a Re- || 


The Re- | 


| question. 








fugitive slave law. We have heard Republican | 
extreme doctrines, which I, as a people’s man 
from Pennsylvania, do not indorse; and I think it 
is time that we, who come from Pennsylvania on 
an issue entirely distinct from that of the disturb- 
ance of the laws as they now stand on the statute- 
book, should speak out. Iam one of twenty-two 


to the great principle of protection to American 
industry. , 

The name of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina is associated with a report in favor of free 
trade. Let the gentleman adopt the President’s 
suggestion, and give us specific instead of ad 
I will, so far as I am concerned, 


gress to disturb any of the compromises, or any 


slave law. 

We know, sir, that this is a Government of 
compromises; and we know that no party in Penn- 
sylvania can carry that State without placing it- 
self on the protection of our interests and indus- 
try. That was the great question which determ- | 
ined the election last year; and on it we have got 
to vote next year. 

1 want the House to understand it. I want 
gentlemen of the Republican party to understand 
that their national Republican convention, as it 
was called, in New York, a few days ago, has 
ignored the great question of protection to Amer'- | 
can industry; and that, unless they give us a gen- 


is his platform, they cannot expect to carry the 

speak the senti- 
ments of the people of my State. ane for the 
laboring men, the mining people, who are out of 


Carolina that we can have peace, if he will but 
extend the olive branch, and give us protection 
to coal and iron. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The distinguished gen- 
tleman from Ohio has given us a version of Re- 
yublicanism in which, doubtless, he was sincere. | 
But the question is, whether that version is autho- | 
dox. Now, the fathers and founders of the Re- | 
publican party in the State of Illinois, in 1854, not 


Constitution, to enact a fugitive slave law, but 
claimed for the States exclusively that power. 


It does not consist very wel! 
with the version given by the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. CURTIS. 





I ask the gentleman whether 


Mr. McCLERNAND. The gentleman who 
made that declaration, in 1854, had not appropri- | 


|| ated the name of the ar atthat time. 
. ~ . . . . ai ie 

It has nothing of the odor of nationality about it. || 

it has all the odor of sectionalism about it in Ohio; | 


Mr. CURTIS. They were Know Nothings. | 
Mr. McCLERNAND. They were the fathers | 
and founders of the Republican pacty and they 
affirmed that doctrine. If they have since repu- | 
diated it, let the repudiation be cited and shown. 
Mr. BOYCE. If I understood the gentleman 


Mr. FLORENCE. Will the gentleman from 
South Carolina yield tome fora moment? I want 
to ask my colleague over there—my tariff friend, | 
[laughter]—a question. 

Mr. BOYCE. The gentleman will excuse me. | 


Mr. FLORENCE. Just for a moment. \| 8 
J || timent to which I have referred. Yet my colleague 
|. Mr. FLORENCE. My friend on the other side || 
| (Mr. Kitimecer] remarked that twenty-two out | 


Mr. BOYCE. Very well. 


of twenty-five members from Pennsylvania were 


elected on the distinctive question of protection to || 


American industry. I apprehend that he omitted | 
me from that category, for .reasons which may | 
be talked of some other time. I ask him, then, | 
whether he had not better part company with the | 
gentlemen on the other side, for two reasons? | 
The first is this: I ask him whether, in the call | 
for that national Republican convention, or rather | 
| 


| that sectional Republican convention, [laughter»} 


which is to be held at Chicago, anything is said | 
in regard to a tariff, or protection to American | 
industry? 


Mr. KILLINGER. One thing at a time. 
Mr. FLORENCE. 
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tion at all. It can simply inquire whether the | Republicans define their position in regard to the 


| 
| 





I want to ask my colleague another, | 





I ask him whether the || 








December 30. 


Evening Post, of New York, the distinctive and 
individual organ of the Republican organization, 
has not warned the Republicans that if they put 
this tariff plank in their platform they will be 
blown to the four winds of heaven? My colleague 
observes that he was elected on that distinctive 
issue. I ask him, whether he had not better flee 
from the wrath to come, and part company with 
his present coadjutors? [Laughter.] 

Mr. KILLINGER. Inthe first place, the Even- 
ing Post is not an organ in Pennsylvania. We 
repudiate it; we disclaim it; we spit upon its doc- 
trmes. So much for the New York Evening Post. 
In the next place, I say that, unless the Repub- 
lican convention at Chicago either recognize the 
— ale of protection to American industry 

roadly and unequivocally in their platform, or 
place-on that platform a candidate who is a living 
illustration of that principle, that will be satis- 
factory to the people of Pennsylvania, he cannot 
get the electoral vote of Pennsylvania. I say that 
distinctly. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well; I want my colleague 
to unbosom himself that way. [Laughter] 

Mr. KILLINGER. With the permission of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, I wish to say 
a word to the gentleman from the first district of 
Pennsylvania. He has steadily voted for a gen- 
tleman for Speaker of the House who is intimate] 
identified with the free-trade movement, in all his 

ublic life. I mean the honorable gentleman from 

irginia, [Mr. Bocock.] He and his Democratic 
colleagues have voted for agentleman who, in all 
his public life, has shown hostility to the protect- 
ive system. ‘That is the difference between that 
gentleman and myself. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well. I will go back 
to the Thirty-Fourth Congress, when a gentleman 
named Banks was elected Speaker—an ultra, 
avowed, unquestionable frée-trade man; and I ask 
my colleague whether all the protective men from 
Pennsylvania did not record their votes for him? 
The gentleman’s candidate for Speaker, [Mr. 
SHERMAN,]} especially voted for Nathaniel P. 
Banks, on every ballot, if my memory serves me 
right. He did not vote for his colleague, [Mr. 
CAMPBELL. | 

Mr. KILLINGER. I am not answerable for 
the conduct of gentlemen in the Thirty-Fourth or 
Thirty-Fifth Congress. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well; analogies of that 
kind may be made to refresh the recollection of 
gentlemen who are Jiable to forget antecedents of 
that kind. ag 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I want to refresh the recol- 
lection of my colleague from the Philadelphia dis- 
trict [Mr. yaaa} in regard to some reminis- 
cences of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. My col- 
league will remember that his principal objection, 
and the objection of those who acted with him in 
the Thirty-Fourth Congress, to the election of the 
honorable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Bawks] as Rieaker of the House, was upon the 
allegation that that gentleman had said, upon one 
occasion, that in a certain contingency he was 
willing to {let the Union slide.”’ 

Mr. FLORENCE. No; it was the ‘absorp- 
tion”’ doctrine that I objected to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And although Mr. Banks 
paid the most beautiful and eloquent tribute to 
the Union that I ever heard within the Halls of 
Congress or out of them, and repudiated the idea 
that he had used the language imputed to him, yet 
he was pursued and hunted down, because it was 
said that upon one occasion he had uttered the sen- 


sits here week after week, and hears disunion and 
secession sentiments uttered by the Democratic 
party, and votes for the gentleman who is the rep- 
resentative of these secession and disunion senti- 
ments upon this floor. My colleague, who thus, 
by his vote, indorses these disunion sentiments, 
knows that the great State from which we come, 
from its extreme west to its great commercial me- 
tropolis, in its length and breadth, scorns the idea of 
disunion; that cur people, firm as thie everlasting 
hills, are for the Union and the Constitution, and 
for all its compromises, now and forever. With 
a population of three million; with vast commer- 
cial, agricultural, and mineral wealth, the greatest 
State in this great land, she is heart and soul, 
everywhere, and all the time, for the Union and 
the ‘Constitution. 

When my colleague says the distinguished gen- 


ets 


